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Sick and Sicker 


Where will ObamaCare lead America? Logan Darrow Clements shows what 
happens when “the government becomes your doctor,’ using licensed news 
footage from Canadian TV and interviews with doctors, patients, journalists, 
and a health minister, as well as the producer’s own Canadian relatives. (2010, 


cased DVD, 50min, 1/$15.95; 5-9/$14.95ea; 10-24/$13.95ea; 25+/$12.95ea) 
DVDSAS 


The New World of ObamaCare — Reprint 


Do you know what the passage of ObamaCare means for you and your family? 
Much more than health insurance is involved. This reprint consists of articles 
from the May 10 and August 16, 2010 issues of THE NEw AMERICAN. The reprint 
also includes an organizational chart of the new healthcare system. (2010, 
24pp, 1-24/$0.65ea; 25-99/$0.50ea; 100-499/$0.40ea; 500+/$0.30ea;) RPO810 


ObamaCare 101 


Find out what’s really in the new law and what you can expect long term. (2010, 
23min, sleeved DVD, 1/$1.00; 11-20/$0.90ea; 21-49/$0.80ea; 50-99/$0.75ea; 100- 
999/$0.70ea; 1000+/$0.64ea) DVDO101 

(2010, 24min, Audio CD, 1/$1.00; 11-20/$0.90ea; 21-49/$0.80ea; 50-99/$0.75ea; 
100-999/$0.70ea; 1000+/$0.64ea) CD0101 


Nullification 

Loaded with primary sources, Thomas Woods Nullification should become an 
action manual for committed activists on the issue of federal healthcare man- 
dates and a host of other issues. (2010, 309pp, hb, $24.95) BKN 


Healthcare Solutions — Pamphlet 

This gatefold pamphlet provides solutions for how to stop ObamaCare and 
how to allow the free market to solve the problems of access, quality, and 

cost of healthcare. A great introduction on what concerned Americans can 

do to fix healthcare constitutionally. Buy in bulk for price breaks for your 
outreach efforts. (2011, gatefold pamphlet, 1-99/$0.20ea; 100-499/$0.18ea; 500- 
999/$0.15ea; 1,000+/$0.13ea) PHS 
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ObamaCare SlimJim 
($0.02ea) While supplies lasts — SJSOG 


A Physician's Solution to Healthcare (DVD) 
Neither of the country’s main political parties has a plan to 
dramatically lower healthcare costs and extend medical services 
to all of the needy — Dr. Alieta Eck has such a plan. Sleeved DVD 
(2010, 7min, 1/$1.00; 11-20/$0.90ea; 21-49/$0.80ea; 50-99/$0.75ea; 
100-999/$0.70ea; 1,000-++/$0.64ea) DVDPSH 
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Ted Cruz Is Not 
Entitled to Run 


I have a comment on your Inside Track 
article in the March 23 issue entitled “Paul 
Wins Again, Walker Finishes Strong Sec- 
ond, in CPAC Straw Poll.” 

Can | at least get TNA to listen to rea- 
son on the Ted Cruz eligibility issue? If not 
you, who, among constitutionalists? 

Ted Cruz was born in Canada to an 
American mother and a Cuban-born father 
who had moved to the United States and 
received political asylum. Ted Cruz was 
born in Canada because his parents had 
a seismology company that serviced oil 
drilling companies, but his father obtained 
Canadian citizenship while the family was 
living in Canada. 

Cruz is not a natural-born citizen under 
the U.S. Constitution. 

It’s not rocket science. The whole point 
of the exercise on the part of the Framers 
in putting the “natural-born citizen” eligi- 
bility requirement in their constitutional 
contract for that particular office, and 
that particular office only, was so that the 
candidate, if elected — who would then 
become the commander in chief of the 
nation’s military forces — would have no 
dual/conflicting loyalties or allegiances, 
as a dual citizen would be subject to. Like 
Obama. And like Cruz. 

The bottom line: Two wrongs do not 
make a right. 

To drive this take on the natural-born- 
citizen matter home, there is the letter by 
John Jay, a statesman of the time who, 
not incidentally, ended up becoming the 
first chief justice of the new U.S. Su- 
preme Court, such was the respect for 
his opinion on weighty political mat- 
ters, to George Washington, in his role 
as chair of the Constitutional Conven- 
tion proceedings, recommending this 
very thing: 


Permit me to hint whether it would 
not be wise and seasonable to pro- 
vide a strong check to the admis- 
sion of foreigners into the adminis- 
tration of our national government; 
and to declare expressly that the 
Commander in Chief of the Ameri- 
can army shall not be given to, nor 
devolve on, any but a natural born 
citizen. 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


And to drive the point home even further, 
there is the historical fact that Alexander 
Hamilton proposed, as a delegate to the 
Constitutional Convention, that the presi- 
dent need only be a “citizen” — and his 
proposal was specifically turned down by 
the Framers. 

The Framers were clearly adhering 
to the definition of natural-born citizen 
as legally formalized by E. de Vattel in 
his definitive tome The Law of Nations, 
which the Framers were known to be very 
familiar with, especially their elder and re- 
spected mentor, Benjamin Franklin, sitting 
there amongst them as a delegate to the 
proceedings. 

Some Obama adherents have argued 
that the Framers defined “natural-born 
citizen” using English common law on the 
matter; but that talks about natural-born 
subjects — which this collection of newly 
freed statesmen, who were sovereigns in 
their own right, certainly did not think of 
themselves as. They were clearly going 
by American common law/Natural Law 
in the matter. 

Any business about subsequent court 
cases deciding differently on the defini- 
tion of “natural-born citizen” is shadow 
boxing. Nothing trumps original intent, 
unless it is a clear amendment to the con- 
stitutional contract. 

Eligibility requirements for the office of 
the presidency have become a joke, since 
the Republican party honchos fudged 
on the matter and failed to challenge the 
Democrat Party candidate in 2008 on the 
issue. And all of our subsequent headaches 
deriving from an “imperial presidency” 
stem from that criminal oversight. 

And the Democrat Party is not the only 
political party that needs to be taken to 
court. The American people must wake up 
to the hijack going on of their federal con- 
stitutional Republic, and get us back on 
track, as self-governing sovereigns in our 
own right — not as subjects to an over- 
weening state, be it royal or church or oli- 
garchy, or outright “I am the law” tyrant. 

DUANE “STAN” STANFIELD 
Sent via e-mail 


Send your letters to: THE NEW AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 
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Net Neutrality Lays Groundwork for Internet Taxes 


| Tore 


HttP: | 


When the FCC created new rules for Net Neutrality by reclassi- 
fying the Internet as a Title IT public utility, FCC Chairman Tom 
Wheeler dismissed the idea of new taxes and fees as a myth. Now 
that the Net Neutrality Order has been made public, it is becom- 
ing clear that Chairman Wheeler is being less than honest. 
While the order does not in and of itself create new taxes or 
fees, it lays the groundwork for others to do so, without ever call- 
ing it an Internet tax. Specifically, states and local municipalities 
can now increase taxes on property owned by Internet Service 


Providers because public utilities are allowed to be taxed at a 
much higher rate than other businesses. Wheeler and others who 
sold Americans on the Net Neutrality scheme point to the Inter- 
net Tax Freedom Act (ITFA) and say that it prevents “state and 
local jurisdictions from imposing new taxes on the Internet,” but 
since the Internet is now considered a public utility, it would be 
the providers — not the Internet itself — that would be taxed. 
Of course the ISPs will have to consider those taxes as business 
costs and pass them along to consumers. The result is going to 
be higher and higher Internet bills — the very thing Wheeler and 
his ilk say will not happen. 

To make matters worse, the ITFA comes up for reauthorization 
in September, and though it has been reauthorized five times, 
there is no guarantee that will happen again. If reauthorization 
fails, states and local municipalities could add to their coffers by 
taxing the Internet directly as well as by taxing the property of 
ISPs at the higher rate allowed by the Title II reclassification. 

Fortunately, the issue is not as settled as Wheeler would like 
consumers to believe. Net Neutrality will undoubtedly face both 
legal and legislative challenges in the coming weeks. ISPs and 
others are combing the order looking for weaknesses that can be 
challenged in court, and several legislators are introducing bills 
to set the order aside. 


Report: DEA Agents Visited Prostitutes Paid by Drug Cartels 


A report released on March 26 by the Justice Department’s in- 
spector general reveals that agents with the Drug Enforcement 
Administration (DEA) are alleged to have had sexual encounters 
with prostitutes hired by drug cartels. 

The report, entitled “The Handling of Sexual Harassment and 
Misconduct Allegations by the Department’s Law Enforcement 
Components,” provides specific details about the level of cor- 
ruption that had permeated its operations in the “host country,” 
identified by other sources as Colombia: 


During a series of interviews ... conducted from 2009 
through 2010, former host-country police officers alleged 
that several DEA agents, consisting of an Assistant Region- 
al Director (ARD), an Assistant Special Agent in Charge 
(ASAC), six Supervisory Special Agents (SSA), and two 
line Special Agents formerly assigned to an overseas office, 
solicited prostitutes and engaged in other serious miscon- 
duct while in the country. 


The foreign officers allegedly arranged “sex parties” with pros- 
titutes funded by the local drug cartels for these DEA agents 
at their government-leased quarters, over a period of several 
years. Although some of the DEA agents participating in these 
parties denied it, the information in the case file suggested they 
should have known the prostitutes in attendance were paid with 
cartel funds. 

Latin American drug cartels, including those in Colombia that 
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paid for the prostitutes whose services were allegedly offered 
to DEA agents, have amassed an enormous amount of money, 
providing them with the resources to compromise the integrity 
of important law-enforcement officials in their own countries. 
The U.S. “War on Drugs” has been a failure in many ways, 
but its worst side effect goes far beyond its lack of success in 
stopping the drug flow. This war has led to the corruption of sev- 
eral federal agencies that have cooperated with the drug cartels 
instead of stopping them. 
ay 
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Rand Paul Tells Students: Beware Indefinite Detention 


During a speech to students at Bowie State University in Mary- 
land on March 13, Senator Rand Paul (R-Ky.) warned of a partic- 
ular danger, one that gets very little coverage in the establishment 
media. “We have something now in America called indefinite 
detention,” Paul told the mostly minority audience. “This means 
that an American citizen could be indefinitely placed in prison 
and sent to Guantanamo Bay forever without trial.” 

As for who should fear the fact that the president has assumed 
the power to deny citizens of their right to due process, Paul 
shared a bit of history with students. 


Who should be afraid of this? Anybody think that you might 
want to be afraid if you’re Jewish? Have people ever seen 
any kind of animus towards the Jewish people? Anybody 
ever think there was any animus towards A frican-Americans 
in our country? Anybody who thinks there’s been an animus 
towards any kind of minority in our country ought to be 
concerned about incarceration without a trial. 


The indefinite detention referred to by Senator Paul was part of 
the 2011 National Defense Authorization Act (NDAA). One of 
the most noxious elements of the NDAA is that it places the U.S. 
military at the disposal of the president for the apprehension, ar- 
rest, and detention of those suspected of posing a danger to the 


homeland. The endowment of such a power to the president by 
the Congress is nothing less than a de facto legislative repeal of 
the Posse Comitatus Act of 1878, the law forbidding the use of 
the military in domestic law enforcement. 

“T don’t think this president is going to round up people based 
on their race, I don’t think he will do that.... I’m not questioning 
whether the president is a good man; I’m questioning whether 
you want a law on the books that requires our leaders to be good 
people,” Senator Paul said. 


Germans continue to pay a heavy price for allowing their gov- 
ernment to jump on board the “renewable energy” bandwagon 
— just as it was about to crash into the brick wall of energy real- 
ity. The online version of Der Spiegel, Germany’s largest news- 
weekly magazine, reported on March 26 that four of the nation’s 
top 12 “Capital Destroyers” of 2014 are solar tech companies. 

The number-one German capital destroyer of 2014, Spie- 
gel writes, was Solarworld: “The company lost almost 82 percent 
of its value. Since 2010 the share price has gone in the cellar, 
falling 99.5 percent.” 


And Germany’s solar tech news is not likely to get any sun- 
nier any time soon. Bloomberg Business reported on March 26 
that “solar bellwether” SMA’s business will continue to shrink. 
“SMA Solar Technology AG, whose domination of a niche in the 
business used to make it a bellwether of health in the photovoltaic 
industry, said it expects sales to shrink for a fifth straight year,” 
said the Bloomberg report. 

As THE NEW AMERICAN has reported previously, the Ger- 
man government was given plenty of warning that its disastrous 
“sreen” energy policies would wreak havoc on its economy — 
without producing any environmental benefit, or having any im- 
pact whatsoever on global temperatures. We noted, for example, 
Danish professor and best-selling environmental author Bjorn 
Lomborg, who stated in 2012 that Germany’s huge solar subsi- 
dies (over $110 billion) would come back to haunt them. 

In 2013, Raine Baake, one of the key architects of Germa- 
ny’s energy debacle, came to the United States to help President 
Obama promote more of the same here. Bloomberg News helped 
the effort with the publication of Baake’s essay “U.S. Energy 
Policy Should Take a Lesson From Germany’s Energiewende 
[transition to renewable energy],” co-authored with Jennifer Mor- 
gan, director of the Climate and Energy Program at the World 
Resources Institute (WRI). 

To the extent that Americans allow our politicians to contin- 
ue imposing similarly destructive energy policies on the United 
States, we can expect to experience similarly devastating results. Il 
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Conservative Columnist Suggests a Response to Liberal Academics 
“The next time some academics tell you how important diversity is, ask 
how many Republicans are in their sociology department.” 

Like many Americans, Thomas Sowell has endured enough preaching 
about diversity and other matters from liberals who dominate most de- 
partments in higher education. 


Vanuatu Devastated by Cyclone 

“Basically, there were no traditional houses standing.” 
Federation of Red Cross and Red Crescent Societies leader Aurelia Balpe saw nothing but devastation 
from her airplane after the monster storm hit the island nation. 


Sentenced to Two Years in Prison by Myanmar Court for Insulting Buddha 

“This is a clear instance of criminalizing free expression. This will resonate in a very significant way 
internationally when people decide how to engage with Burma [the former name of Myanmar].” 
Three men who posted an online image of Buddha wearing headphones violated Myanmar’s religion 
act and were sent to jail by a judge. The three removed the image and apologized to no avail. Speaking 
from Asia’s Human Rights Watch office, deputy director Phil Robertson protested the ruling. 


Largest Presbyterian Denomination Approves Same-sex Marriage 
“The Church in its constitutional documents fully recognizes that the love 
of gays and lesbian couples is worth celebrating in the faith community.” 
After the constitution of the 1.8 million-member denomination had been 
altered to state that marriage is between “two people, traditionally a man 
and a woman,” Presbyterian official Reverend Brian D. Ellison acknowl- 
edged the existence of disagreement but predicted that “we can disagree 
but still be church together.” 


Illinois Republican Quits House Seat 

‘Aaron “The constant questions over the last six weeks have proven a great dis- 
Schock traction that has made it too difficult for me to serve the people of the 
18th District with the high standards they deserve and which I have set 
for myself.” 

Faced with excessive charges for his lavish office décor, failure to report extravagant gifts, and using 
taxpayer and campaign funds for private jet travel and concert attendance, four-term Representative 
Aaron Schock (R- II.) resigned his House seat. 
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U.S. Troops Not Coming Home From Afghanistan 

“We have to make sure that the Afghan security forces continue to improve. It’s important we stay with 
them and that we have a conditions-based capability.” 

A decision to leave nearly 10,000 troops in Afghanistan through 2016, when half that number were sup- 
posed to leave in 2015, has been announced by Army Chief of Staff General Ray Odierno. 


Agriculture Department Given $200 Million to Help Food Stamp Recipients Find Jobs 

“Helping people find good jobs is a far better strategy for reducing food assistance spending than across- 
the-board cuts.” 

Agriculture Secretary Tom Vilsack didn’t say whether the spending on food 
stamps would be decreased while recipients are given grants to seek jobs. 


Democrat Leader Announces Coming Retirement 

“T want to be able to go out at the top of my game. I don’t want to be a 
42-year-old trying to become a designated hitter.” 

During the years he was the senate majority leader, Harry Reid (D-Nev.) 
ruled with an iron fist in favor of liberal causes. Now 75 years old, Reid 
announced that he would not seek reelection in 2016 to the Senate seat 


he has held since 1986. @ 
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ObamacCare not only puts a direct tax on the revenues of medical device manufacturers, 
inhibiting innovation, it has several other features that have the same negative effect. 
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by Michael Tennant 


GG T he overwhelming majority 
of the world’s health-care in- 
novation occurs in the U.S.,” 
Dr. Scott Atlas noted in an October Wall 
Street Journal op-ed. “This includes 
ground-breaking drug treatments, surgi- 
cal procedures, medical devices, patents, 
diagnostics and much more.... A recent 
R&D Magazine survey of industry lead- 
ers in 63 countries ranked the U.S. No. 1 
in the world for health-care innovation.” 

One big reason for the United States’ 
lead in healthcare innovation is that de- 
spite much government intervention, until 
recently our healthcare system — unlike 
those of many other countries — retained 
at least some ties to the free market. The 
way to profit in the free market, of course, 
is to meet the needs of consumers; and in 
the healthcare arena, that means coming 
up with newer, better, and less expensive 
treatments for the myriad maladies that af- 
flict the human race. 

ObamaCare changes all that. The mis- 
named Patient Protection and Affordable 
Care Act (ACA) distorts the healthcare 
market with its taxes, subsidies, cost 
controls, and other regulations, causing 
resources to be directed toward political 
rather than economic ends. 

The effects of the ACA have already 
been felt in the insurance market, where 
premiums have increased and choices 
have been restricted, and in employment, 
where companies are shedding staff and 
shrinking employees’ hours to avoid the 
law’s mandates. 

The law’s effects on other sectors have, 
however, been largely overlooked by most 
media outlets. One of “the least noticed” 
of these effects is ObamaCare’s “threat to 
innovation,” declared Atlas, a physician 
and senior fellow at Stanford University’s 
Hoover Institution. Atlas is hardly alone in 
sounding the alarm over the ACA’s impact 
on medical innovation. Many experts con- 
cur that the law is likely to slow innovation 
in the United States, which will surely have 
negative, though often difficult-to-detect, 
consequences for Americans’ health. 


Device-ive Tax 

Perhaps the most blatant anti-innovation 
provision in the ACA is the tax on medical 
devices. In an effort to partially pay for 
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The effects of the ACA have already been felt in the 
insurance market, where premiums have increased 


and choices have been restricted, and in employment, 
where companies are shedding staff and shrinking 
employees’ hours to avoid the law’s mandates. 


the law’s massive spending hikes, Demo- 
crats included a 2.3-percent excise tax on 
revenue — not profit — from the sale of 
medical devices. 

That tax, which took effect in 2013, 
“has taken a heavy toll on the [medical- 
device] sector, hurting pricing decisions 
of companies and subjecting them to tre- 
mendous margin pressure,” according to a 
December report from Zacks Investment 
Research. The 2.3 percent skimmed off 
the top has “wip[ed] out almost a quarter 
of the profit” of device manufacturers, the 
website said, noting that there has been “a 
slew of divestments” in the sector, many 
of them “specifically to offset the tax.” 

“It’s clearly without any comparison 
the most difficult situation we’ve had to 
face in 34 years,” Fred Lampropoulos, 
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CEO of Utah-based device maker Merit 
Medical Systems, told Salt Lake City’s 
KSL-TV in 2013. 

At the time, Lampropoulos estimated 
the tax would cost his company as much 
as $7 million a year. 

“You take that kind of money out of a 
company and something has to give,” he 
said, “and it’s basically research and de- 
velopment or marketing, and those are 
jobs.” 

A survey taken at the end of 2014 by 
the Advanced Medical Technology Asso- 
ciation (AdvaMed), a trade group, found 
that 18,500 device-industry workers had 
already lost their jobs as a result of the 
tax and that the industry plans to forgo 
hiring nearly 20,500 employees over the 
next five years. Citing a 2007 report by 


Unemployment device: ObamaCare’s medical-device tax has already cost thousands of jobs and 
could cost many thousands more if not repealed, according to a survey by device-industry group 


AdvaMed. 
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healthcare consulting firm the Lewin 
Group claiming there were four indirect 
jobs in the general economy for every di- 
rect job in the device industry, AdvaMed 
calculated that the device tax could cost 
as many as 195,000 jobs. And that may 
understate things: 46 percent of survey 
respondents “said they would consider 
further reductions in employment if the 
tax is not repealed.” 

The survey also found that more than 
half of respondents had reduced their 
R&D spending as a result of the tax and 
that three-quarters “said they had taken 
one or more of the following actions in 
response to the tax: deferred or cancelled 
capital investments; deferred or cancelled 
plans to open new facilities; reduced in- 
vestment in start-up companies; found 
it more difficult to raise capital (among 
start-up companies); reduced or deferred 
increases in employee compensation.” 

“The reduction in R&D is especially 
troubling as investments in research today 
are the cures and treatments of tomorrow,” 
Stephen Ubl, president and CEO of Ad- 
vaMed, said in a press release accompany- 
ing the survey results. “The effects of this 
tax could have a damaging ripple effect 
for decades to come if left unaddressed. 
This tax is not just a tax on medical tech- 
nology companies. It’s a tax on medical 
progress.” 

Indeed it is. According to Atlas, be- 
tween 2012 and 2014, U.S. R&D spending 
growth averaged just 2.1 percent, slightly 
more than a third of the average over the 
previous 15 years, while R&D spending 
in other countries increased more rapidly. 
Not all of that can be blamed on Obama- 
Care, but certainly a significant amount 
can: The CEO of one of the largest U.S. 
healthcare companies told Atlas that his 
company’s 2013 device-tax bill exceed- 
ed its entire R&D budget. That’s wealth 
transfer, not investment in the future. 

The tax harms device makers both big 
and small, said Robert Grajewski, presi- 
dent of Edison Nation Medical, a com- 
pany that helps medical inventors bring 
their products to market. Big companies 
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Blunting the cutting edge: Because ObamaCare discourages insurers from paying for expensive 
treatments, leading research hospitals’ incomes are likely to suffer — and so will their innovation. 


are wary of investing in early-stage in- 
novations “because they know it’s going 
to cost them significantly to bring these 
products to the market, and [the device 
tax] is just another arbitrary tax and toll 
on that process,” Grajewski explained in 
an interview with THE NEW AMERICAN. 
Instead, he said, they’re waiting for oth- 
ers to prove out their innovations and then 
buying them up at that stage. 

But where are the startups going to get 
their capital? Since Obama signed the 
ACA into law, Atlas wrote, “private-equity 
investment in new U.S. health-care start- 
ups has also diminished.” And those that 
can obtain capital have another problem. 
“With these startup companies, revenue 
is king,” said Grajewski. With companies 
“typically starting at a loss,” he argued, 
“every dollar is important,” so “just arbi- 
trarily taking two percent, three percent 
away from a company ... certainly is not 
helpful.” 

The device tax, he maintained, “ulti- 
mately hurts innovation. It hurts the de- 
livery of care.” 


“A recent R&D Magazine survey of industry leaders 
in 63 countries ranked the U.S. No. | in the world for 


health-care innovation.” 
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Penny-pinching Provisions 

While the device tax’s effects are easy to 
understand and observe, other ObamaCare 
provisions may have even more far-reach- 
ing but less obvious consequences. 

“The Affordable Care Act, from my 
perspective, has really put front and cen- 
ter the shift in healthcare from a fee-for- 
service business to one that’s more around 
population housing, keeping a population 
healthy based on providing a set amount of 
capital from which then you are in charge 
of administering that kind of healthcare,” 
stated Grajewsk1. 

That, of course, is the model employed 
by every “universal” healthcare system in 
the world, and it inevitably leads to poorer 
care and rationing in an effort to control 
costs. ObamaCare, not surprisingly, is 
loaded with such cost-cutting measures. 

For instance, the ACA assigns the secre- 
tary of Health and Human Services (HHS) 
the task of “mak[ing] recommendations” 
that certain insurers be excluded from of- 
fering plans on the exchanges “based on a 
pattern or practice of excessive or unjusti- 
fied premium increases,” even if those rate 
hikes are applied only to plans sold out- 
side the exchange. Since the law doesn’t 
define “excessive or unjustified premium 
increases,” insurers are at the mercy of 
HHS, which has decided that an annual 
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premium increase of 10 percent or more 
will put an insurer on the “naughty list” 
and may ultimately mean the company’s 
exclusion from the exchange. 

This policy “has significant impacts on 
what insurers offer ... inside the exchang- 
es as well as outside,” Burke Balch, J.D., 
told THE NEw AMERICAN. Balch, director 
of the National Right to Life Committee’s 
Robert Powell Center for Medical Eth- 
ics, noted that “many of the plans in the 
exchanges are narrowing their networks 
dramatically,” cutting down on the num- 
ber of providers, most especially “leading 
centers of medical innovation.” That’s be- 
cause the high-quality research hospitals 
tend to be among the most expensive. 

“These are the research centers, these 
are the teaching hospitals, these are the 
places where the toughest and most dif- 
ficult cases get sent, and these are the 
places where medical innovation very 
largely takes place,” Balch said. “So over 
time, if you basically are excluding these 
top-flight, cutting-edge medical centers 
from the plans that people are able to get 
through the exchanges and also creating a 
disincentive for insurers even to offer such 
plans outside the exchanges ... there’s 
going to be insufficient demand to sus- 
tain these cutting-edge medical centers, 
to sustain these specialists. What happens 
when that occurs? ... They start to go out 
of business, they start to cut back on the 
advanced, experimental procedures, and 
so medical progress slows to a crawl.” 


Monetary Myopia 

The exchanges also suffer from what 
John Graham, senior fellow at the Na- 
tional Center for Policy Analysis, called 
“short-term-ism.” Because individuals 
buying coverage on the exchanges can 
re-enroll in a new policy every year — in- 
deed, HHS actually encouraged them to 
do so this year because the rates on the 
benchmark exchange plans had in many 
instances risen dramatically since 2014 — 
insurers are focused on how much each 
covered person is going to cost them over 
the next 365 days, often to the exclusion 
of long-term costs, Graham told THE NEw 
AMERICAN. 

Graham cited the example of two very 
effective drugs used to treat hepatitis C, 
Sovaldi and Harvoni. Those drugs, he 
said, can cost tens of thousands of dol- 
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lars for a three-month course of treatment, 
which seems expensive until one consid- 
ers that an untreated patient is likely to 
need other treatments over the rest of his 
lifetime and quite possibly a liver trans- 
plant, which will prove far more costly 
than Sovaldi or Harvoni. 

“So you’re talking about spending 60, 
70, 80 thousand dollars today to save half 
a million or more dollars over the entire 
lifecycle of the treatment,” he explained. 
“Now, in a system where the individual 
and the insurer only have a one-year-con- 
tract, the insurer has no incentive to pay 
for that because it doesn’t capture the ben- 
efit of the long-term savings.” 

ObamaCare’s shortsightedness is one 
of its most significant impediments to in- 
novation. Balch referred to it as “cutting 
off our nose to spite our face” — forcing 
healthcare spending below market levels 
in the short term without realizing the 
harm it will do in the long term. 

“Whenever you have something that is 
innovative, whenever you have something 
that is cutting-edge, it tends to start out as 
extremely expensive,” he said. “But what 
happens is over time, economies of scale 
kick in, greater efficiency occurs in its 
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production, and the price tends to fall. But 
unless you have sort of the demand and the 
opportunity to have that initial high cost, 
you’re not going to get the innovation that 
then gets to that level.” 


Other Cure-killers 

Another of the ACA’s cost-cutting mea- 
sures — the excess-benefits or “Cadillac” 
tax, an excise tax on employer-sponsored 
coverage the government considers too 
generous — is only likely to magnify the 
negative effects of exchange coverage. 
Although the tax is indexed to inflation, 
healthcare costs have been rising faster 
than inflation for decades, which means 
most employer plans are likely to become 
subject to the tax unless they are scaled 
back considerably over the coming years. 
Some employers will simply drop cover- 
age and let their employees buy it on the 
exchange, possibly chipping in extra (tax- 
able) pay to help cover the premiums. Oth- 
ers will offer only the minimum coverage 
required by law. Either way, the disincen- 
tives to innovation created by narrow net- 
works, low reimbursement rates, and out- 
right refusal to pay for certain treatments 
can only grow. 


Wait gain: ObamaCare’s Medicaid expansion, the law’s primary means of increasing coverage, 
has overwhelmed those healthcare providers still willing to accept Medicaid, often to the point of 


refusing new patients. 
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A survey taken at the end of 2014 by the Advanced 
Medical Technology Association (AdvaMed), a trade 
group, found that 18,500 device-industry workers 

had already lost their jobs as a result of the tax and 
that the industry plans to forgo hiring nearly 20,500 


employees. 


The biggest long-term anti-innovation 
provision of the ACA may well be its ex- 
pansion of Medicaid. According to the 
Heritage Foundation, 71 percent of the 
net increase in individual-market cover- 
age in 2014 was attributable to Medicaid 
expansion. Medicaid, however, already 
reimburses healthcare providers at such 
low rates that only half of family doctors 
accepted Medicaid patients in 2013, a 
survey by physician-staffing firm Merritt 
Hawkins found, and half of those who 
do see Medicaid patients aren’t accept- 
ing any new ones. Moreover, while the 
ACA bumped up reimbursement rates for 
2013 and 2014, it did not guarantee those 
rates into the future, so this year Medic- 
aid reimbursement rates have fallen back 
to 2012 levels even as healthcare costs 
have continued to rise. (Some states are 
paying the difference out of their own 
coffers this year, but they are unlikely to 
want to continue eating the extra cost for 
an extended period.) 

Studies have repeatedly shown that pa- 
tients covered by Medicaid have worse 
outcomes than those covered by private 
insurance. Much of this is attributable to 
Medicaid’s meager reimbursement rates. 
When one’s insurance doesn’t pay what 
quality healthcare providers are worth, 
one isn’t as likely to get good or timely 
treatment. For instance, there have been 
great strides in treating cancer in recent 
decades, much of it due to earlier diagno- 
sis and treatment. But the low reimburse- 
ment rates and parsimonious prescription- 
drug plans offered by Medicaid and by 
many exchange plans, which Graham said 
are “more like Medicaid coverage” than 
private insurance, will tend to lead to later 
diagnosis and less-effective treatments. 
Meanwhile, with the revenue stream for 
specialists such as oncologists drying up 
as a result of ObamaCare, “there aren’t 
going to be as many of them,” Graham 
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said. “America,” he asserted in a January 
Forbes piece, “cannot continue to win the 
war on cancer if Obamacare succeeds in 
reducing Americans’ access to oncologists 
or cancer drugs.” 

Another way in which ObamaCare 
stunts innovation is by mandating “essen- 
tial health benefits” on exchange plans and 
requiring them to offer multiple tiers of 
coverage — the sorts of requirements that 
only large, established firms will be able 
to meet. Add to that the fact that subsidies 
are based on middle-tier (Silver) plans, 
and, wrote Reuters’ Reihan Salam, “low- 
end entrants that only want to focus on 
low-cost, limited-network Bronze-level 
plans won’t have that option.” 
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“Obamacare includes many other in- 
cumbent-friendly provisions, which lock 
healthcare providers into existing busi- 
ness models,” Salam penned. “That’s a 
shame, as there is nothing about the goal 
of achieving universal coverage that ne- 
cessitates making it harder for innovative 
new business models to take hold.” That’s 
true, but as long as that laudable objective 
is pursued via government compulsion, in- 
novation is bound to suffer. 

Then there is the uncertainty associated 
with a thousand-page law and the tens of 
thousands of pages of associated regula- 
tions that continue to pour forth from 
Washington. The Obama administration 
has repeatedly altered deadlines, granted 
exemptions, and otherwise made an al- 
ready difficult-to-follow statute virtually 
incomprehensible. Congressional Repub- 
licans have spouted a great deal of rheto- 
ric about repealing and replacing Obama- 
Care but until recently have followed it 
up with little substantive legislation. The 
Supreme Court has modified the law, most 
significantly in 2012’s NFIB v. Sebelius, 
in which the court upheld the ACA’s man- 
dates and fines but declared its Medicaid 


Withholding the price of remission: Earlier diagnosis and treatment have improved Americans’ 
cancer survival rates, but ObamaCare’s stingy insurance plans threaten this progress. 
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Repeal appeal: Now in control of Congress, Republicans have an opportunity to make good on 
their promises to repeal ObamaCare — or at least parts of it — but will need Democrats’ help to 
pass legislation and withstand presidential vetoes. House Speaker John Boehner (left, R-Ohio) is 


shown here with an aide. 


expansion optional for states, and also in 
2014’s Burwell vy. Hobby Lobby, in which 
the court ruled that closely held for-profit 
corporations could not be forced to pay for 
contraceptive coverage for their employ- 
ees if their owners have religious objec- 
tions to doing so. The court is now hear- 
ing arguments in King v. Burwell, which 
challenges subsidies for health insurance 
bought on the federal exchange; a deci- 
sion in favor of the plaintiffs could upset 
the entire ObamaCare apple cart by mak- 
ing vast swaths of people unable to afford 
coverage and therefore exempt from the 
individual mandate. 

“That unknown, not knowing what the 
future may hold, certainly has people wor- 
ried and hesitant to make moves and make 
decisions, and that’s really slowed down 
innovation,” Grajewski said. 

Graham agreed, observing that “we’ve 
got an eternity of just arbitrary rulemaking 
and insider trading basically in Washing- 
ton, D.C., to decide what our healthcare 
system looks like,” though he also sug- 
gested some could be using the uncer- 
tainty as an excuse: “Entrepreneurs should 
not be scared of uncertainty. They should 
manage the risk and go for it.” 

But managing risk is exceedingly 
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difficult when the rules are constantly 
changing. Such a volatile regulatory 
environment was one of the prime con- 
tributors to lengthening and deepening 
the Great Depression, economist Rob- 
ert Higgs has argued. In such a climate, 
businesses and investors simply hold 
onto their capital until things calm down 
to the point where they can feel relative- 
ly certain that they will get a good return 
on their investment. 

“Not knowing what’s coming next,” 
Grajewski averred, “has made people be 
very hesitant to see where things fall out 
or where the wind blows, and thus they’d 
much rather wait and see before adopting 
new products, new processes, new tech- 
nology, and even new innovations because 
they don’t want to extend that dollar in a 
very belt-tightening environment when 
they don’t know if that’s what they need 
to do to survive.” 


Prognosis for 
Progress 
ObamaCare won’t 
stifle all medical in- 
novation, of course. 
There will always be 
those who are driven 


to succeed despite the obstacles, though 
much of this success may come from 
shipping jobs and R&D overseas to avoid 
the hostile environment here at home. In 
addition, there are others who will take 
advantage of the opportunities to inno- 
vate in ways that accommodate the newly 
cost-conscious environment. 

“There has been a renewed focus by 
entrepreneurs and startup companies to 
really focus on new technologies that 
help deliver care more efficiently, more 
effectively, and around this population 
health-management model,” said Grajew- 
ski, citing the examples of the “growth in 
remote patient monitoring equipment” 
and the introduction of the GuardianOR, 
a device to prevent operating rooms from 
accidentally discarding costly surgical 
equipment, which he claimed is “a multi- 
billion-dollar-a-year issue.” 

Few would argue that innovations 
that cut the cost and improve the qual- 
ity of care are a bad thing. In fact, 
it’s likely that many such innovations 
would have occurred even in the ab- 
sence of ObamaCare, though perhaps it 
would have taken them a bit longer to 
come to fruition. But to the extent that 
such innovations are driven by politi- 
cal considerations rather than consumer 
needs, capital is diverted to less efficient 
uses, retarding economic growth. Then, 
as innovations desired by consumers 
dwindle, pressure is likely to mount 
for the government to “invest” in new 
medical technologies to make up for 
alleged “market failure,” with predict- 
ably disastrous results. In the words of 
Forbes’ Bill Flax, “Here come the medi- 
cal Solyndras.” 

Is all lost, then? Are we doomed to a 
future of stagnating, rather than advanc- 
ing, healthcare? Perhaps not. Republicans 
now control both houses of Congress and 
have introduced a number of bills modi- 
fying or repealing all or part of Obama- 
Care. Getting them past Democrats in 
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But “America,” he asserted in a January Forbes 
piece, “cannot continue to win the war on cancer if 
Obamacare succeeds in reducing Americans’ access 
to oncologists or cancer drugs.” 


the Senate, who could mount a filibuster 
given that there are only 54 GOP sena- 
tors, and then signed by the president is 
another matter. 

One bill that might find its way onto 
the books is a repeal of the medical- 
device tax. As of this writing, the House 
version of the bill has a whopping 276 
cosponsors, including 36 Democrats, 
and the Senate version has 34 cospon- 
sors, including five Democrats. Thus, the 
bill can easily pass the House, and if just 
one more Democratic senator supports 
the bill (assuming all Republicans do), it 
will be filibuster-proof. It will not neces- 
sarily be veto-proof, though amending it 
to include some offsetting spending cuts 
might convince Obama to sign it, sug- 
gested Graham. 


Through his books, seminars, anc 
Gallagher has answered thousan: 
on tax avoidance, lawsuit protectior 


creation, and the psychology of 


Also, unrelated to ObamaCare but very 
much related to innovation is the 21st 
Century Cures Initiative, a bill champi- 
oned by House Energy and Commerce 
Committee chairman Fred Upton (R- 
Mich.). According to Graham, the bill 
would “reframe the whole national sys- 
tem for researching and developing not 
only pharmaceutical and biotech but digi- 
tal medicine, medical devices that could 
just be apps on your smartphone, just 
restructure the whole architecture of the 
regulatory apparatus to reduce the cost 
and increase the speed to market of some 
of these new technologies.” That’s some- 
thing that is sorely needed. The Food 
and Drug Administration (FDA) has be- 
come increasingly sluggish and demand- 
ing over the years, delaying or denying 


approval of many promising and even 
lifesaving treatments — even when they 
have been approved for use in other de- 
veloped countries. The agency, Graham 
says, has “become measurably worse 
over the last five years,” which in part 
explains why it now costs $2.6 billion to 
develop a new pharmaceutical, nearly 2.5 
times more than it cost just 12 years ago. 
If shuttering the FDA is not in the cards, 
then serious reform of the agency is a 
must if U.S. companies are to continue 
bringing new treatments to market. 

What does the future hold for medical 
innovation in the United States? “The 
2011 PricewaterhouseCoopers Medi- 
cal Technology Innovation Scorecard 
found that ‘the gap between innovation 
leaders and emerging economies is rap- 
idly narrowing,’” wrote Atlas. “And that 
‘although the United States will hold 
its lead, the country will continue to 
lose ground during the next decade.’” If 
America wishes to remain at the forefront 
of finding new cures for the innumerable 
ailments that plague mankind, Obama- 
Care needs to go. 


———— 
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How to Build a Nuclear 


BOMB SCARE 


Though U.S. intelligence agencies have never 
produced evidence that Iran is developing a nuclear 
weapon, the U.S. government has a long history of 


punishing Iran for doing it. 


by Jack Kenny 


wo days after Israeli Prime Minis- 

| ter Benjamin Netanyahu’s much- 
anticipated March 3 speech to a 

joint session of Congress, a commentary 
by Fareed Zakaria appeared in the Wash- 
ington Post under the headline “Netan- 
yahu Enters Never-Never Land.” Some 
of our nation’s lawmakers might have 
taken that as an unflattering description 
of the Congress of the United States, but 
Zakaria was directing the Peter Pan anal- 
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ogy not at members of Congress, but at 
Netanyahu himself and the prime min- 
ister’s strategy, as he described it in the 
House chamber, for bringing Iran to heel 
by forcing Tehran to dismantle nearly its 
entire nuclear program. 

Netanyahu’s appearance, arranged by 
House Speaker John Boehner (R-Ohio) 
without consultation with either the U.S. 
president or secretary of state, was, to 
say the least, extraordinary. The Israeli 
prime minister stood in the U.S. Capi- 
tol and denounced, as everyone knew he 
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Former Iranian President Mahmoud 
Ahmadinejad, center, is seen in this April 
2008 photo in a visit to the Natanz Uranium 
Enrichment Facility. The Iranian government 
has insisted its enrichment program is for 
peaceful uses of nuclear power. 


would, an agreement under negotiation 
between the U.S. president and the lead- 
ers of Iran and, in so doing, received 40- 
some ovations. Indeed the Republicans 
were jumping to their feet and applaud- 
ing so much that some likened the event 
to an aerobics class. 


Foreign Policy Takeover 

While some Democrats boycotted the 
speech, most attended and joined in at 
least some of the ovations, despite the 
fact that Netanyahu was pushing them 
toward what the New York Times called 
“an awkward, painful choice between the 
president of their country and their loy- 
alty to the Jewish state.” MSNBC talk- 
show host and Democratic partisan Chris 
Matthews was more blunt: “This was a 
takeover attempt by Netanyahu with his 
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Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu, seen here addressing a joint session of Congress in 1996 (left) and in 2015, has warned repeatedly 
over the years that Iran is about to develop a nuclear bomb. 


complying American partners to take 
American foreign policy out of the hands 
of the President.” 

Congress has, of course, foreign policy 
responsibilities of its own, including the 
power to declare war, which it has effec- 
tively surrendered, time and again, to the 
president. “It’s a rare thing for Congress to 
declare war — and rarer still to do it at the 
request of a foreign leader,” wrote Dana 
Millbank of the Washington Post, while 
conceding: “It wasn’t literally a war dec- 
laration, of course, just symbolic applause 
from Republicans, and several Democrats, 
for Netanyahu’s bid to scuttle U.S. nego- 
tiations with Iran.” 

Why? Well, because Netanyahu and 
much of Washington’s political estab- 
lishment insist Iran’s nuclear program is 
dangerously close to producing nuclear 
weapons. And with “Bibi,” it is always 
Nuclear Eve. “For almost 25 years now,” 
wrote Zakaria, “Netanyahu has argued 
that Iran is on the verge of producing 
a nuclear weapon. In 1996 — 19 years 
ago — he addressed the Congress and 
made pretty much the same argument he 


made this week. Over the last 10 years 
he has argued repeatedly that Iran is one 
year away from a bomb.” What was said 
long ago about Leon Trotsky (a Marxist 
theorist and the first leader of the Red 
Army) might now be said of Netanyahu. 
He must, indeed, be a far-sighted proph- 
et, for all of his predictions have yet to 
come true. 

The media shock over the Netanyahu 
speech is an indication of just how far the 
Israeli prime minister had overreached 
into American politics while a mere 
two weeks away from his own reelec- 
tion in Israel. And claims about Iran’s 
nuclear program, whether made openly 
or through carefully selected leaks to 
favored news sources, generally go un- 
questioned in the mainstream media. 
The alarmist view over the approaching 
danger of a “nuclear-armed Iran” has be- 
come part of the conventional wisdom, 
sometimes defined as what everybody 
thinks everybody else thinks. “Iran’s nu- 
clear program” and “Iran’s nuclear weap- 
ons program” are phrases that are often 
used interchangeably, as though synony- 


The treaty explicitly affirms the “inalienable right” of all 
parties thereto to “develop research, production and 
use of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes.” Iran 
claims its nuclear program is for peaceful purposes, 
including the production of nuclear energy. 
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mous. Yet the only thing missing from 
the case against Iran’s “nuclear weapons 
program” is evidence that it exists. 


No Evidence? No Problem 

Iran is a signatory to the Nuclear Non- 
Proliferation Treaty. Israel, which has an 
estimated 200 nuclear warheads, is not. 
The treaty explicitly affirms the “inalien- 
able right” of all parties thereto to “devel- 
op research, production and use of nuclear 
energy for peaceful purposes.” Iran claims 
its nuclear program is for peaceful pur- 
poses, including the production of nuclear 
energy and the making of nuclear isotopes 
for medical applications. Through nu- 
merous inspections over many years, the 
International Atomic Energy Agency has 
not found evidence that Iran has “weap- 
onized” its nuclear program. In a National 
Intelligence Estimate in 2007 and another 
in 2011, all 16 US. intelligence agencies 
reported with “high confidence” that there 
was no evidence of nuclear bomb mak- 
ing — though the 2007 report did say the 
country once had a weapons program, but 
concluded it had abandoned it four years 
earlier. U.S. officials since then have been 
unable to cite any evidence that Iran is 
working on a nuclear bomb. And while 
Iran has enriched uranium to the level of 
20 percent, no one claims they have yet 
approached the 90-percent level needed 
for a nuclear weapon — though Netanya- 
hu has said for years that Iran would reach 
that level in the next few months. 
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“Are they trying to develop a nuclear 
weapon? No. But we know that they’re 
trying to develop a nuclear capability. 
And that’s what concerns us,” said Leon 
Panetta, then the secretary of defense, ina 
February 8, 2012 appearance on the CBS 
News program Face the Nation. Two days 
earlier James Clapper, director of national 
intelligence, informed the Senate Select 
Committee on Intelligence, “We assess 
Iran is keeping open the option to develop 
nuclear weapons, in part by developing 
various nuclear capabilities that better po- 
sition it to produce such weapons, should 
it choose to do so. We do not know, how- 
ever, if Iran will eventually decide to build 
nuclear weapons.” 

Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff 
General Martin Dempsey said on February 
19, 2012 that whether Iran would choose 
to make a nuclear weapon was “unclear, 
and on that basis I think it would be pre- 
mature to exclusively decide that the time 
for a military option was upon us.” 


Deadly Sanctions 

By that time the United States and allied 
nations had been ratcheting up economic 
sanctions against Iran for more than a 
decade, based on speculation about what 
Tehran might do regarding nuclear weap- 
ons. During the Obama reelection cam- 
paign in 2012, presidential advisor Mi- 
chelle Flournay boasted that Obama “has 
led the international community in im- 
posing the most crippling sanctions ever 
imposed on any country” on Iran. The 
following year Treasury Secretary Jack 
Lew said, “The sanctions applied against 
Iran are the most severe sanctions in 
world history.” That the sanctions would 
hurt innocent Iranians who have nothing 
to do with the regime’s nuclear program 
was and is well understood. That’s what 
they’re intended to do. 

“The only thing that is likely to budge 
the regime is if they see or sense an exis- 
tential threat,” said Britain’s Defense Sec- 
retary Phillip Hammond. “If the level of 
economic pressure starts to translate into 
potentially regime-threatening disruption 
and dissent on the streets of Tehran, then 
they may change course,” he said, adding, 
“We can definitely make the pain much 
greater.” 

In her interview with BBC’s Persian 
broadcast on October 26, 2011, then- 
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Secretary of State Hillary Clinton said, “I 
am aware that, from time to time, certain 
sanctions can be difficult for totally inno- 
cent people going about their daily lives.... 
I think it [the sanctions] has put a lot of 
pressure on the regime, which is the first 
step toward, perhaps, getting some within 
the regime to look at each other and say, 
‘Hey, come on. Why are we doing this to 
ourselves and to our people?’” 

In October 2011, Senator Mark Kirk 
(R-IIL.) appeared on a Chicago talk show 
the day after FBI and Drug Enforcement 
Agency officials announced the foiling of 
an alleged Iranian plot to be carried out 
in Washington against the Saudi Arabian 
ambassador to the United States and pos- 
sibly Israeli diplomats as well. “I think the 
declaration of war has already happened 
by Iran on us,” Kirk said while advocating 
increased sanctions against Iran. Asked if 
the sanctions would result in “taking food 
out of the mouths of the citizens,” Kirk 
replied, “It’s okay to take the food out of 
the mouths of the citizens from a govern- 
ment that’s plotting an attack directly on 
American soil.” 

Given the history of covert activities, 
including assassination plots, by our own 
CIA, we can only imagine what Senator 
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Kirk’s reaction might be if a coalition of 
nations had schemed to take food off his 
family’s table or from the cupboards and 
kitchens of his constituents in Illinois. 
His eagerness to promote hunger among 
Iranians as a weapon against their govern- 
ment calls to mind then-Secretary of State 
Madeleine Albright’s reply in 1996, when 
asked if maintaining sanctions against 
Saddam Hussein was worth the death of, 
by then, an estimated half a million Iraqi 
children, age five and under. “I think this 
is a very hard choice, but the price — we 
think the price is worth it,” Albright said. 
The number of dead because of the 
economic embargo against Iran may be 
unknown, but certainly the sanctions have 
taken their toll, causing the most vulner- 
able members of the population to suffer. 
The results have included “shortages of 
life-saving medicines such as chemother- 
apy drugs for cancer and bloodclotting 
agents for haemophiliacs,” The Guard- 
ian of London reported in 2013. Iran’s oil 
trade and imports and exports of natural 
gas have been curbed, and the sanctions 
have rocked the country’s banking sector. 
The shortage of goods pushed the nation’s 
official inflation rate up to 20 percent, 
though some analysts think it’s actually 


Severe economic sanctions imposed by the United States and allied nations have led to chronic 
shortages of consumer goods, such as those in this small general store in Tehran, and even 
medical supplies. 
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higher. The nation’s currency has report- 
edly lost 80 percent of its value since the 
end of 2011, and the percentage of people 
living in poverty nearly doubled, from 22 
to 40 percent. 

Deliberately imposing such economic 
suffering on a nation might arguably be 
justified were that nation waging war 
against one or more of the countries 
wielding the sanctions — the P5+1, made 
up of the five permanent members of 
the UN Security Council (United States, 
United Kingdom, France, China, and Rus- 
sia) and Germany. Instead, the sanctions 
are imposed to force Iran to abandon its 
nuclear weapons program — whether or 
not it has one. 


Selling to the Shah 
Iran’s nuclear ambitions were not re- 
garded as a problem by the West prior 
to the Islamic revolution of 1979. On the 
contrary, the United States, France, and 
other Western nations were encouraging 
the Shah of Iran’s plans for acquiring 23 
nuclear reactors and were selling him 
reactors, other equipment, and fuel for 
nuclear plants. The United States stopped 
supplying Iran with highly enriched ura- 
nium once the Shah was overthrown. The 
new regime, under the rule of Ayatollah 
Khomeini, scrapped the plans for what 
it regarded as the Shah’s expensive toys 
and initially took a dim view of nuclear 
power, even for peaceful use. Yet it was 
about that time that the world began to 
hear warnings of an imminent Iranian 
nuclear threat. In 1984, West German 
engineers visited the unfinished Bushehr 
reactor and, according to Janes Defence 
Weekly, reported that Iran’s production 
of a nuclear bomb “‘is entering its final 
stages.” If so, Iran, which was then in the 
middle of what would be an eight-year 
war with Iraq, must have been produc- 
ing a bomb for the purpose of never using 
it, since Iran used none but conventional 
weapons against Iraq, despite Iraq’s use 
of chemical weapons against the Iranians. 
Sanctions against Iran began in late 
1979 when a revolutionary mob, with the 
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America held hostage: The overthrow of the Shah of Iran and the storming of the U.S. embassy 
in Tehran during the Islamic Revolution in 1979 resulted in 52 Americans being held hostage in 


the embassy for 444 days. 


tacit consent of the government, stormed 
the U.S. embassy and held 52 Americans 
hostage. Mindful of the CIA-engineered 
coup in 1953 that overthrew the elected 
government and put the Shah back on the 
“Peacock Throne,” the Iranians demand- 
ed the return of the dying Shah, who was 
then receiving medical care in the United 
States, to stand trial for alleged crimes 
against the people. They held the em- 
bassy and the hostages for 444 days, from 
November 4, 1979 to January 20, 1981. 
Apparently wishing to further humiliate 
President Carter, who had become the 
symbol of America’s helplessness during 
the hostage crisis, the Islamic Republic 
waited until Reagan was inaugurated be- 
fore releasing the Americans. 

The new administration in Washington 
continued the support for Iraq in the ongo- 
ing Iraq-Iran war and worked to prevent 
any type of international assistance from 
reaching Iran. The U.S. objection in 1983 
to the International Atomic Energy Agen- 
cy plan to provide Iran with technical as- 
sistance for the completion of the nuclear 
reactor at Bushehr caused the IAEA to 
back away from the project. The Reagan 


While Iran has enriched uranium to the level of 20 
percent, no one claims they have yet approached the 
90-percent level needed for a nuclear weapon. 
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administration also pressured France to 
deny Iran enriched uranium and Germany 
to stop construction work on the reactor. 
As Gareth Porter pointed out in Manufac- 
tured Crisis: the Untold Story of the Iran 
Nuclear Scare, the United States “was 
openly violating a central provision of the 
international agreement it would later cite 
as the basis for condemning Iran for fail- 
ing to live up to its international obliga- 
tions: the Non-Proliferation Treaty.” A key 
provision of that treaty states: 


All the parties to the Treaty under- 
take to facilitate, and have the right to 
participate in the fullest possible ex- 
change of equipment, materials and 
scientific and technological informa- 
tion for the peaceful uses of nuclear 
energy. 


With its supply options limited, Iran began 
developing its own enrichment capacity. 
Whatever commerce it did have with other 
countries regarding its nuclear program 
would have to be done in secret to avoid 
having the transaction cancelled due to 
American pressure. That secrecy would 
then be cited by Iran’s adversaries as an in- 
dication that Iran was conspiring to build a 
nuclear bomb. Another reason for secrecy, 
however, became apparent in 1997, when 
Prime Minister Netanyahu began citing 
Israel’s 1981 strike on Iraq’s nuclear reac- 
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tor at Osirak as an example of what might 
happen to Iran’s nuclear program. 

Still, the level of secrecy attached to the 
program was greatly exaggerated. When 
an IAEA report in August 2003 suggested 
that Iran might have been covering up 
enrichment as part of a nuclear weapons 
program, the Bush administration and 
major news quickly jumped to the con- 
clusion that Iran had been carrying on a 
covert enrichment program “for 18 years,” 
a phrase and number cited repeatedly in 
major news stories. Considerably less at- 
tention was given to a key statement in the 
November 2003 IAEA report: “To date 
there is no evidence that the previously 
undeclared nuclear material and activities 
referred to above were related to a nuclear 
weapons programme.” 

That the IAEA continued to find no evi- 
dence of an existing Iranian nuclear weap- 
ons program is all the more impressive in 
light of what Porter has described as unsub- 
tle threats of harm to the agency’s relation- 
ship with its major donor nations if it gave 
what one U.S. official called “any hint of 
a whitewash of Iran’s weapons activities.” 
According to Mohamed E]Baradei, director 
general of the agency from 2007 to 2009, 
then Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice 
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Netanyahu and Obama, seen here in this 2012 White House photo, have been at odds over 
negotiations with Tehran over Iran’s nuclear program. 
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passed the word that the United States 
could “treat the IAEA budget like that of 
the Universal Postal Union.” 


More War Threats 
In 2008, the Israeli Air force carried out a 
two-week military exercise over the east- 
ern Mediterranean and Greece, using all 
100 of its F-15 and F-16 fighter planes. 
During the exercise, Deputy Prime Minis- 
ter Shaul Moffaz stated the threat plainly: 
“Tf Iran continues its program for develop- 
ing nuclear weapons, we will attack.” 
“After the 2008 exercise,” Porter wrote, 
“four different studies by the Defense In- 
telligence Agency (DIA) and the CIA in 
2008 and 2009 concluded that the [Israeli 
Defense Force] lacked the refueling tank- 
ers, bunker buster bombs and electronic 
warfare capabilities necessary to carry 
out a strike on Iranian nuclear facilities.” 
For unlike Iraq, which had but one nuclear 
reactor, Iran has 17 nuclear facilities, in- 
cluding some underground sites. Given 
these facts, it is likely that the 2008 exer- 
cise and other threats of military actions 
were designed to spur the United States 
and allied nations to impose even harsher 
sanctions against Iran as an alternative to 
the threatened attacks. In May 2012, the 
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House of Representatives by a vote of 401 
to 11 adopted a resolution affirming a U.S. 
policy of preventing Iran from gaining 
not just nuclear weapons, but a “nuclear 
weapons capability.” The following month 
a letter to the president signed by 44 U.S. 
senators called for “significantly increas- 
ing the pressure on Iran through sanctions 
and making it clear that a credible military 
option exists.” And Obama himself in that 
election year promised in a speech to the 
American Israel Public Affairs Committee 
that he would use “all elements of Ameri- 
can power” to keep Iran from obtaining a 
nuclear weapon, including “yes, a military 
effort to be prepared for any contingency.” 

Iran might also see a need to prepare 
for any contingency, including a possible 
attack by Israel or the United States — or 
both. Meir Dagan, then the recently retired 
chief of the Israeli intelligence agency, 
Mossad, warned in 2011 that Netanyahu’s 
“dangerous adventure” of threatening war 
with Iran could lead to a regional war, giv- 
ing Iran “the best possible reason to con- 
tinue the nuclear program.” The United 
States has also given Iran many an un- 
pleasant “contingency” to consider. 

In April 2003, with the United States in 
the early stages of a predicted “cake walk” 
in Iraq, CBS’s 60 Minutes decided to take 
a look at what might lie ahead for Iran. 
Among those interviewed was Geoffrey 
Kemp, then director of regional strategic 
programs at the Nixon Center, a Washing- 
ton think tank since renamed the Center 
for the National Interest. Kemp reflected 
the thinking of much of the Washington 
political establishment in his confident as- 
sessment of the U.S. influence on Iran at 
the end of the Iraq War. “We will be not 
only a major presence in Iraq,” he said. 
“We will be in Afghanistan, Uzbekistan, 
Pakistan, Saudi Arabia, Oman. We’re all 
around them and we’re encircling them 
with the most extraordinary military 
power the world has ever seen assembled. 
They are very nervous about this.” 

Nervous enough, perhaps, to want a 
“nuclear weapons capability,” if not the 
weapons themselves. They might even 
have expected the concept of a nuclear 
deterrent to be well understood by the na- 
tion that originated it. The world’s reign- 
ing superpower is, after all, the first nation 
to develop atomic weapons and, thus far, 
the only one to use them. Ml 
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Even diehard alarmists now admit the models used to produce scary climate scenarios 
are hopelessly flawed, but an equal worry is outright fraud in the temperature data. 


by William F. Jasper 


or more than two decades the world 

has been subjected to a growing ca- 

cophony of doomsayers — politi- 
clans, environmental activists, scientists, 
academics, and media mavens — de- 
manding global action to stop anthropo- 
genic (human-caused) global warming, or 
AGW. The AGW threat, we have been told 
incessantly, is “apocalyptic” and “existen- 
tial” in magnitude, endangering all life on 
planet Earth: melting icecaps, melting gla- 
ciers, rising sea levels, floods, droughts, 
desertification, “extreme weather,” spe- 
cies extinction, etc. 

However, contrary to the dire predic- 
tions of the alarmists, the Earth has not 
been heating up. In fact, for more than 
the past 18 years global mean tempera- 
tures have stayed steady, or have slightly 
cooled, according to the satellite readings. 
If you are unaware of this fact, or doubt 
its authenticity, that is not surprising; the 
powers that be in the worlds of politics and 
media have gone to incredible lengths to 
cover up this important truth with contin- 
ued policies and headlines proclaiming the 
alleged impending perils from “climate 
change.” They are hoping to build pub- 
lic support for global punitive taxes and 
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regulations at the United Nations’ Climate 
Summit in Paris later this year. It is impos- 
sible to exaggerate the potential harm that 
UN proposals pose to the economic viabil- 
ity of civilization, to national sovereignty, 
and to individual freedom. The AGW fear 
mongering has already been used by the 
UN and governments to transfer hundreds 
of billions of dollars from taxpayers to 
“climate researchers” and favored “green” 
energy sources. Now they are demanding 
trillions of dollars — and vast new regu- 
latory police powers — for AGW “miti- 
gation,” “adaptation,” “reparation,” and 
other “transformational” global strategies. 

Obviously, it will be very difficult for 
the AGW proponents to win support for 
the radical, ruinously costly UN propos- 
als if there is no measurable warming 
and, therefore, no “crisis” to justify the 
extreme measures. Hence, it is important 
to note that it is not merely AGW “skep- 
tics” and “deniers” who are claiming that 
global warming stopped 18-plus years 
ago; even leading AGW alarmists — indi- 
viduals and institutions — have publicly 
acknowledged this as a fact. Yes, it is true, 
although it is not widely known. Here are 
a few examples: 

¢ UK Met Office/Phil Jones: The Unit- 
ed Kingdom’s National Weather Service, 


29 66 


known as the Met Office, quietly released 
a report in October 2012 acknowledg- 
ing that “global warming” had actually 
stopped more than 15 years earlier, that is, 
since early 1997. In sharp contrast with its 
usual heated rhetoric, the Met report noted 
that there had been no discernible rise in 
global temperatures since 1997. Zero. 
None. The Met Office’s Hadley Center and 
the now-disgraced Climatic Research Unit 
(CRU) at the University of East Anglia — 
the institution at the center of the infamous 
ClimateGate scandal — have been joint 
gatekeepers of global temperature data, 
and prime promoters of AGW hysteria. 
Dr. Phil Jones, the CRU boss who was ex- 
posed and discredited in the ClimateGate 
scandal, admitted, in an interview with the 
UK’s Daily Mail, that global temperatures 
have been on a “plateau,” but attempted 
to downplay the significance of this very 
significant fact that contradicts the cata- 
strophic AGW scenarios produced by the 
computer climate models. 

¢ The New York Times’ Justin Gillis: In 
his June 10, 2013 article “What to Make 
of the Climate-Change Plateau,” Justin 
Gillis, one of the Times’ most rabid AGW 
alarmists, concedes that the then-15-year 
“lull in warming has occurred even as 
greenhouse gases have accumulated in the 
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Global mean temperature near-term projections relative to 1986-2005 
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Figure 1, overheated computer models: The UN IPCC’s infamous “Spaghetti Graph” that appeared in its 2013 Fifth Assessment Report provides 
a stunning admission that all of its expensive, “sophisticated” computer models have been spectacularly wrong. The tangle of “spaghetti” lines 
represents temperature projections, all of which show predictions of escalating global temperatures. The dark black line shows the actual observed 
temperature trend, showing essentially no warming, which falsifies the global-warming projections of the computer models. 


atmosphere at a record pace,” but warns 
that we should not let this “mystery” 
dampen our AGW concerns. 

¢ National Public Radio (NPR): NPR 
has been in the forefront of the AGW prop- 
aganda choir. In an August 29, 2013 piece 
entitled “A Cooler Pacific May Be Behind 
Recent Pause in Global Warming,” NPR 
looked to the oceans to “help explain why 
the Earth’s average temperature hasn’t 
increased during the past 15 years.” This 
common AGW excuse — “the oceans ate 
the global warming” — is bereft of any 
scientific underpinning (the temperature 
data show the oceans have cooled also) 
but is popular with the alarmists. 

The citations above could be multi- 
plied many times over. When cornered, 
many of the most publicly recognized 
AGW proponents will concede that there 
has been no warming of global tempera- 
tures for 18 or more years. Variously 
described in climatological circles as a 
“pause,” “hiatus,” or “plateau,” the multi- 
year lull has provided a fatal falsification 
to the computer models that have predict- 
ed continuous escalating global tempera- 
tures. The pause has not ceased over the 
past couple years; the hiatus has contin- 
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ued, much to the chagrin of the alarmists. 

“So far, no one has been able to pro- 
vide a compelling answer to why climate 
change seems to be taking a break,” Dr. 
Hans Von Storch told Germany’s Spiegel 
in June 2013. “We’re facing a puzzle,” 
said meteorologist Von Storch, director 
of the Helmholtz Center in Hamburg and 
an IPCC lead author. “Recent CO, emis- 
sions have actually risen even more steep- 
ly than we feared. As a result, according 
to most climate models, we should have 
seen temperatures rise by around 0.25 de- 
grees Celsius (0.45 degrees Fahrenheit) 
over the past 10 years. That hasn’t hap- 
pened. In fact, the increase over the last 
15 years was just 0.06 degrees Celsius 
(0.11 degrees Fahrenheit) — a value very 
close to zero. This is a serious scientific 
problem that the Intergovernmental Panel 
on Climate Change (IPCC) will have to 
confront when it presents its next Assess- 
ment Report.” 

Professor Judith Curry, former chair of 
the School of Earth and Atmospheric Sci- 
ence at the Georgia Institute of Technology, 
told UK’s Daily Mail: “Climate models are 
very complex, but they are imperfect and 
incomplete. Natural variability [the impact 


of factors such as long-term temperature 
cycles in the oceans and the output of the 
sun] has been shown over the past two de- 
cades to have a magnitude that dominates 
the greenhouse warming effect.” 

Dr. Curry, who was formerly known as 
a “high priestess of global warming” but 
now cautions against alarmist claims, is 
one of the most reasonable voices in the 
climatology establishment. She notes, “It 
is becoming increasingly apparent that our 
attribution of warming since 1980 and fu- 
ture projections of climate change needs 
to consider natural internal variability as a 
factor of fundamental importance.” 

This, of course, is what many re- 
nowned scientists and climatologists have 
been saying for years: The alleged global 
warming is so minute that, from a histori- 
cal perspective, it cannot be distinguished 
from natural variability. But, for her can- 
dor, and for contradicting the AGW “party 
line,” Dr. Curry has also been subjected 
to the personal attacks and smears that 
have greeted other courageous and truth- 
ful AGW realists. 

It is interesting to note, however, that 
even the CRU’s Phil Jones has also admit- 
ted to the defects of the vaunted climate 
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Unholy climate trinity: Among the many infamous AGW ‘ 
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‘scientist’ alarmists, the most notorious for 


cooking the temperature data are (from left) Prof. 


Michael Mann, Penn State University; Dr. James Hansen, formerly of NASA; and Prof. Philip Jones, Climatic Research Unit, University of East Anglia. 


models and the important role of natural 
variability. “We don’t fully understand 
how to input things like changes in the 
oceans, and because we don’t fully under- 
stand it you could say that natural variabil- 
ity is now working to suppress the warm- 
ing,” he told the Daily Mail. “We don’t 
know what natural variability is doing,” 
Jones continued. 

This is precisely what esteemed scien- 
tists such as Richard Lindzen, Timothy 
Ball, William Happer, Freeman Dyson, 
John Christy, Roy Spencer, Vincent Gray, 
Christopher Essex, Fred Singer, and hun- 
dreds of others have been saying — and 
demonstrating — for years. 

Allow us to cite one more example 
out of many that could be brought to 
bear. On June 6, 2007, the New Zealand 
Climate Science Coalition published 
an analysis of seasonal climate predic- 
tions made by the New Zealand Insti- 
tute of Water and Atmospheric Research 
(NIWA) showing that the Institute did not 
even achieve 50 percent accuracy. Direc- 


Figure 2, corrupting the climate record: 
The National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration (NOAA) has been caught 
fudging the climate data. Prior to the year 
2000, NOAA and NASA showed the 1930s as 
the hottest period of the 20th Century, with 
1934 the hottest by far. But in 2000 NOAA/ 
NASA changed the data, making 1934 colder 
and 1998 hotter, to produce the upward 
warming trend line they wanted. We have 
reinserted the 1934 high point (circled red 
square) into more recent “adjusted” data, and 
have also circled the new 1998 false high. 
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tor Dr. Jim Renwick’s response was tell- 
ing. “Climate prediction is hard, half of 
the variability in the climate system is 
not predictable, so we don’t expect to 
do terrifically well,” he told the New 
Zealand Herald. Dr. Renwick, who is 
an IPCC lead author and a member of 
the UN’s World Meteorological Or- 
ganization (WMO) Commission for 
Climatology Expert Team on Seasonal 
Forecasting, stated on New Zealand Radio, 
“The weather is not predictable beyond 


a week or two.” 

This is huge! Phil Jones, a top AGW 
guru, admits “we don’t know what natu- 
ral variability is doing,” and Judith Curry 
says that the climate models are “imper- 
fect and incomplete” and natural causes 
“dominate” human effects on global tem- 
peratures. And IPCC/WMO bigwig Jim 
Renwick concedes his organization’s 
climate predictions are wrong more than 
half the time — and they can’t predict the 
weather more than two weeks out. Yet, 
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Scientists Oebunk Climate Models 


G AWE models predict that water vapor and clouds will 

greatly amplify the 

warming due to CO, 
alone. There is little observational 
support for these predictions. Fur- 
thermore, the models do not explain 
relative large climate changes in past 
when there was negligible combus- 
tion of fossil fuels.... The existence 
of large climate variability in the 
past has long been an embarrassment 
to those who claim that all climate 
change is due to man and that man 
can control the climate. To the best of my knowledge, none of the 
climate models designed to predict future climate have been success- 
ful in explaining these past fluctuations of the climate. If you can’t 
model the past, where you know the answer pretty well, how can 
you model the future?” 

— Dr. William Happer, Cyrus Fogg Brackett professor of physics 
at Princeton University, in a statement before the Select Committee 
on Energy Independence and Global Warming, U.S. House of Rep- 
resentatives, May 20, 2010 


William 


“In climate modeling, nearly everybody cheats a little. Although 
models of how the ocean and the atmosphere interact are meant to 
forecast the greenhouse warming of the next century, they can’t even 
get today’s climate right.” 

— “Climate modeling s fudge factor comes under fire,” by R.A 
Kerr in Science, September 9, 1994 


“My first heresy says that all the fuss about global warming is grossly 
exaggerated. Here I am opposing the holy brotherhood of climate 
model experts and the crowd of deluded citizens who believe the num- 
bers predicted by the computer models.... I have studied the climate 
models and I know what they can do. The models solve the equations 
of fluid dynamics, and they do a very good job of describing the fluid 
motions of the atmosphere and the oceans. They do a very poor job of 
describing the clouds, the dust, the chemistry and the biology of fields 
and farms and forests. They do not begin to describe the real world that 
we live in. The real world is muddy 
and messy and full of things that we 
do not yet understand. It is much eas- 
ier for a scientist to sit in an air-con- 
ditioned building and run computer 
models, than to put on winter clothes 
and measure what is really happening 
outside in the swamps and the clouds. 
That is why the climate model experts 
‘end up believing their own models.” 

— Dr. Freeman Dyson, noted au- 
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thor and professor emeritus of physics at the Institute for Advanced 
Study at Princeton University 


“The biggest problem with models is the fact that they are made by 
humans who tend to shape or use their models in ways that mirror 
their own notion of what a desirable outcome would be.” 

— Dr. John Firor, senior research associate and former director 
of the National Center for Atmospheric Research, Boulder, Colorado 


“My own belief concerning anthropogenic climate change is that 
the models do not realistically simulate the climate system because 
there are many very important sub-grid scale processes that the mod- 
els either replicate poorly or completely omit.... Furthermore, some 
scientists have manipulated the observed data to justify their model 
results. In doing so, they neither explain what they have modified in 
the observations, nor explain how they did it. They have resisted mak- 
ing their work transparent so that it can be replicated independently by 
other scientists. This is clearly contrary to how science should be done. 
Thus there is no rational justification for using climate model forecasts 
to determine public policy.” 

— Dr. John Theon, former chief of the Climate Processes Research 
Program at NASA Headquarters and former chief of the Atmospheric 
Dynamics & Radiation Branch, in a letter to the Senate Environment 
& Public Works Committee, January 15, 2009 


“Tn a nutshell, theoretical models cannot explain what we observe 
in the geological record.... There appears to be something funda- 
mentally wrong with the way temperature and carbon are linked in 
climate models.” 

— Dr. Gerald Dickens, oceanographer, author and professor of 
Earth science at Rice University, in Nature Geoscience, July 13, 2009 


“Currently, the only forecasts are those based on the opinions of 
some scientists. Computer modeling was used to create scenarios 
(1.e., stories) to represent the scientists’ opinions about what might 
happen.... Since the publication of our paper, no one has provided 
evidence to refute our claim that there are no scientific forecasts to 
support global warming. We con- 
ducted an audit of the procedures 
described in the IPCC report and 
found that they clearly violated 
72 scientific principles of fore- 
casting.” 

— Dr. J. Scott Armstrong, pro- 
fessor at the University of Penn- 
sylvania, noted world expert on 
forecasting, and founder of the \n- 
ternational Journal of Forecasting 
and the International Institute of 
Forecasters. 
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we are supposed to empower national 
and international politicians and bureau- 
crats to completely regulate, re-engineer, 
tax, and regiment human civilization on 
a planetary scale, based upon the same 
faulty computer models that have uni- 
versally, spectacularly failed — over and 
over again. 


Self-discrediting Predictions 

Figure 1 (on page 24), known colloqui- 
ally as the “IPCC Spaghetti Graph,” is 
taken from the IPCC’s 2013 Working 
Group | Fifth Assessment Report (IPCC 
WGI! ARS). The multi-colored lines on 
the graph represent the projections of the 
dozens of computer-generated climate 
models, virtually all of which project 
greatly exaggerated warming of global 
temperatures owing, supposedly, to in- 
creased carbon dioxide from human use 
of fossil fuels. The trajectories of the pro- 
jections are, universally, inclined sharply 
upward — in marked contrast to the dark 
black line that shows the actual, observed 
global temperatures, as measured by the 
average of four satellite, radiosonde, 
and surface station datasets. Obviously, 
the IPCC’s computer models are totally 
at odds with reality, as the experts cited 
above (and in the sidebar on page 26) 
point out. This enormous discrepancy can 
be easily grasped by the layman — if he 
is allowed to see it — which is why it has 
been suppressed by the same AGW media 
alarmists who have plastered the infa- 
mous “Hockey Stick” graph everywhere. 


Incompetence or Fraud? 

Remember the Hockey Stick graph, which 
was a centerpiece of Al Gore’s AGW prop- 
aganda triumph, An Inconvenient Truth? 
Often referred to as the “Mann Hockey 
Stick” for its main originator, IPCC lead 
author Michael Mann, the chart appeared 
in the IPCC’s 2001 Third Assessment Re- 
port. It is called the Hockey Stick because 
the temperature “reconstruction” of the 
past millennium (1000-2000 A.D.) looks 
flat (like the handle of a hockey stick) 
for the first 1,900 years, and then shoots 
dramatically upward in the 20th century, 
appearing to validate the AGW hype of Al 
Gore and the IPCC. As it turned out, how- 
ever, Mann and company had only been 
able to smooth out the 1,000-year handle 
and achieve their spectacular Hockey 
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U.S. Annual Heat Wave Index, 1895-2013 


Heat Wave Index 


0.2 


0 
1890 1900 1910 1920 1930 1940 1950 1960 1970 1980 1990 2000 2010 2020 


Year 


Figure 3, Oops! EPA didn’t get it: The EPA, apparently, didn’t get the NOAA/NASA memo that 
it was supposed to “adjust” its data to make the 1930s colder and the 1990s hotter. This EPA 
graph, still posted on its website, shows the 1930s heatwave that has “disappeared” from 
other data sites. 
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Figure 4, methane madness: Since temperatures have stayed flat even as CO, has increased, 
CO,.’s usefulness as a bogeyman has declined. Alarmists have made methane the new villain, 
but as the IPCC’s own chart shows, the real observed increases of methane have been far less 
than the IPCC’s vastly exaggerated computer models predicted. 
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Stick by deleting the Medieval Warm Pe- 
riod altogether! Not only that, but when 
the graph came under close examination 
and other researchers requested access to 
the data and methodology used to achieve 
the Hockey Stick, Mann refused to release 
the information. For good reason: Mann 
and his cohorts had cooked their data and 
engaged in unethical (some say even crim- 
inal) practices, as the ClimateGate e-mail 
scandal revealed. 

The IPCC’s Fourth Assessment Report 
(AR4, 2007) also contained the Mann 
Hockey Stick, but it was buried among 
many other projection curves. The IPCC’s 
Fifth Assessment Report (ARS, 2013) 
dropped the Mann Hockey Stick altogeth- 
er, apparently deciding that it had become 
such an embarrassing scandal that it was 
time for it to quietly disappear. 

Figure 2 (page 25) demonstrates chica- 
nery by the climatology cabal at NOAA 
and NASA, led by notorious AGW activist 
Dr. James Hansen. Like Michael Mann and 
his IPCC cohorts, the NOAA/NASA folks 
have simply wiped out inconvenient tem- 
perature data to obtain the trend curve that 


will match their political agenda. In this 
case, it means wiping out the heat waves 
of the 1930s to get the curve that will show 
the 1990s to be leading us into a new hotter 
era. Prior to the year 2000, NOAA/NASA 
showed U.S. temperatures cooling since the 
1930s, and 1934 much hotter than 1998. 
However, right after 2000, they altered the 
U.S. climate history record to fit the AGW 
agenda, making the past much colder and 
the current years much hotter. Unfortu- 
nately for the Hansen/NASA/NOAA gang, 
their colleagues at the equally AGW-ac- 
tivist EPA apparently didn’t get the memo 
and so didn’t destroy the 1930s temperature 
data, as Figure 3 (page 27) shows. As of 
this writing, the EPA website still includes 
the graph cited above showing the 1930s as 
decidedly much hotter than present times. 
Figure 4 (page 27), taken from the IPCC 
ARS, is yet another example of inadver- 
tent admission by the AGW alarmists 
that their hysterical projections of climate 
doom are stunningly, ridiculously errone- 
ous. As the admitted global temperature 
“hiatus” of nearly two decades continues 
to deflate the hyped-up AGW fears, the 


central argument of “CO, forcing” and 
“CO, sensitivity” has taken a dive. Thus, 
methane is being put forward as the new 
bogeyman that will drive global warm- 
ing. And the appropriate response, say the 
alarmists, is to reduce methane or “risk 
global catastrophe” (as Cornell Professor 
Robert Howarth and others claim). How- 
ever, as the IPCC graph shows, the com- 
puter model projections for the increases 
in methane production are wildly off from 
actual methane production. Moreover, 
methane makes a negligible contribution 
to global temperatures in the total scheme 
of greenhouse gases. 

We have here dealt with only a small 
sample of the many scandalous examples 
of tampering, trickery, and outright fraud 
employed by the global warming alarm 
lobby. Pierre L. Gosselin’s NoTrickZone. 
com lists 129 climate scandals that should 
shake the confidence of even the most 
diehard climate alarmist. After all, if “the 
science is settled,” why not let “science” 
speak for itself? Why engage in non-stop, 
wild exaggeration and blatant — even 
criminal — deception? 
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“Less government, more responsibility, and — with God’s help — a better world.” 


What Americans Must Learn From 


Africa’s Lost Tribe . 


Afrikaners — mainly Dutch settlers who sought religious 
freedom in South Africa — built a Western civilization, 
only to have it stripped from them. Americans should 


learn their lesson. 


by Alex Newman 


AmaBhulu: The Birth and Death of the 
Second America, by Harry Booyens, Van- 
couver, BC: Cliffwood Fogge, 2014, 620 
pages, paperback. 


merica is in obvious trouble, but 
As Western-minded Christian 

nation — similar in many ways to 
our own, though much smaller — is today 
on the verge of complete annihilation. 
The forces responsible for the destruction, 
though, are not done yet. 

For Americans living safely in the Unit- 
ed States, the tragic death of the “Second 
America,” caused in part by the leaders 
of the First, may not seem so significant. 
But if you are concerned about the future 
of the First America and even the fate of 
the rest of the world, the book AmaBhulu 
is a must read. Written by Harry Booy- 
ens, Ph.D., a South African defense and 
aerospace scientist whose Afrikaner roots 
trace back to the earliest European settlers 
in Southern Africa of the 1600s, the book 
is about much more than just Afrikaners. 
It is about everyone, and the implications 
of his startling conclusions should alarm 
all of us. 

In essence, the massive book, packed 
with documentation from what must have 
been a Herculean research effort, recounts 
in amazing detail the true history of the 
Afrikaner nation — the much-maligned 
“Second America.” From the arrival of 


Alex Newman moved to South Africa on his 18th 
birthday and developed a deep love and respect for 
its people while living there in 2004-2005. 
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the Dutch at the Cape of Good Hope in 
1652 to the present-day South Africa, 
where Booyens’ lost tribe of Africa faces 
potential extinction in the only homeland 
it knows, AmaBhulu tells the story of his 
nation from the very beginning. Also re- 
counted are the many times the Afrikaners 
have been betrayed: stabbed in the back 
by the Dutch, the English, many of the 
native tribes, and eventually, by the entire 
free world at Afrikaners’ most urgent hour 
of need. Still they withstood. 

Making the story even more readable 
and compelling is how the author inter- 
weaves generations of his own family’s 
fascinating saga into the history, starting 
with the first arrivals in his bloodline in 
the 1600s, running through to today, in- 
cluding his own exodus to Canada. The 
“Nexus Familia” component, as the au- 
thor refers to it, allows the reader to see the 
world and the fascinating history through 
the eyes of one of the pioneering families 
that sought to bring Western civilization 
to the African continent, all in the face of 
unfathomable hardship and adversity. 

But AmaBhulu, the book’s title and the 
African tribal name of the European-de- 
scent Afrikaners, is much more than just 
another history book about some faraway 
place and people. Instead, it represents a 
total indictment of the U.S. government, 
the United Nations, the Soviet Union, the 
Western media, and the deadly lies told by 
the establishment — all of which crucially 
contributed to what appears at this point 
to be the likely imminent death of the Af- 
rikaner nation. The far-flung outpost of 
Christianity and Western civilization con- 
tributed so much to the world — from cru- 
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AmaBhulu 


cial aid in World War II and single-hand- 
edly bleeding the Soviet war machine to 
performing the first heart transplant — be- 
fore being betrayed by its own. And within 
the book’s pages are contained powerful 
lessons for Americans today. 

AmaBhutlu is particularly important for 
those Americans interested in preserv- 
ing their nation, their sovereignty, their 
self-government, their culture, and their 
liberties. The endgame becomes clear to 
see. It is also important because by ana- 
lyzing the establishment’s destruction of 
the once-proud Afrikaner, a great deal can 
be learned about the tools and treachery 
employed by the forces of destruction 
today. In fact, a similar blueprint is being 
followed right now as globalist, commu- 
nist, and multiculturalist forces coalesce 
around the goal of destroying Western 
Civilization and everything it represents: 
the Christian religion; the traditions of lib- 
erty, economic freedom; and more. 

Obviously, this review cannot even 
come close to touching on everything that 
is covered within AmaBhulu s 620 pages. 
There are some elements of the book, 
though, that are so important, or so shock- 
ing, or so enlightening, that they must be 
at least broached. 

The notion of the Afrikaner nation as 
a Second America, for example, is much 
more than just hyperbole. Many of the 
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This memorial for murdered Afrikaner farmers serves as a 
symbol of the murder of a Western Christian nation — and what 
may await the West if it stays on its current path. 
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original Afrikaner Voortrekkers fled tyr- 
anny and said they were inspired by the 
Americans, vowing to seek freedom. The 
Afrikaners’ history with the British, too, 
bears remarkable similarities, though the 
history of British oppression in South Af- 
rica is far more brutal and barbaric: Con- 
sider that the first concentration camps in 
human history were used to imprison Af- 
rikaner women and children as the British 
Empire sought to literally exterminate the 
tiny nation and the two Boer Republics. 

The British saw the parallels more than 
200 years ago. One of the Afrikaner Voor- 
trekker leaders, seeking freedom in the 
South African interior and risking every- 
thing to get it, again highlighted the kin- 
ship so many Afrikaners felt with their 
brethren across the Atlantic ocean and the 
nation they had fought to create against all 
odds in 1776. “We propose to establish our 
settlement on the same principles of lib- 
erty as those adopted by the United States 
of America,” wrote Piet Uys, one of the 
leaders of the Great Trek by pious Cape 
Afrikaners into the African interior. 

In the interior, their leadership was bru- 
tally slaughtered by the treacherous and 
genocidal Zulu King Dingane, who granted 
them land in exchange for service before 
savagely betraying and murdering them. 
The embattled trekkers made a Covenant 
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with God, and somehow, against all odds, 
a tiny group of a few hundred Boers (Af- 
rikaner farmers) withstood a full-fledged 
assault by tens of thousands of highly 
disciplined Zulu warriors determined to 
exterminate them. After the seemingly mi- 
raculous Battle of Blood River, thousands 
of Zulu were dead, and the Boers had only 
suffered a few minor injuries. Many still 
celebrate the day, in accordance with the 
Covenant. But the battle for survival in Af- 
rica for the Afrikaners was hardly over. 

They set out to form little Boer Repub- 
lics and live in peace and freedom, but the 
nascent nations would never be left alone. 
The British and the communists would ul- 
timately seek their total destruction in non- 
stop massive assaults. Consider that the 
British Empire sent almost half-a-million 
troops to deal with the rag-tag Boer militia 
made up of some 40,000 farmers with rifles 
in the Great Boer War. Sir Arthur Conan 
Doyle, who created Sherlock Holmes, is 
quoted in AmaBhulu giving his take on the 
Boers and how they, despite their small 
numbers, represented such fierce oppo- 
nents of the mighty British Empire: 


Take a community of Dutchmen 
of the type of those who defended 
themselves for fifty years against all 
the power of Spain at a time when 


The first concentration Camps in human history were 


used to imprison Afrikaner women and children as 
the British Empire sought to literally exterminate the 


tiny nation. 
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Spain was the greatest power in the 
world. Intermix with them a strain 
of those inflexible French Hugue- 
nots who gave up home and fortune 
and left their country for ever at the 
time of the revocation of the Edict of 
Nantes. The product must obviously 
be one of the most rugged, virile, 
unconquerable races ever seen upon 
earth. Take this formidable people 
and train them for seven generations 
in constant warfare against savage 
men and ferocious beasts, in cir- 
cumstances under which no weak- 
ling could survive, place them so 
that they acquire exceptional skill 
with weapons and in horseman- 
ship, give them a country which is 
eminently suited to the tactics of 
the huntsman, the marksman, and 
the rider. Then, finally, put a finer 
temper upon their military qualities 
by a dour fatalistic Old Testament 
religion and an ardent and consum- 
ing patriotism. Combine all these 
qualities and all these impulses in 
one individual, and you have the 
modern Boer — the most formida- 
ble antagonist who ever crossed the 
path of Imperial Britain. 


The book refutes the modern-day lies 
aimed at Afrikaners, starting from the 
very beginning. For example, it com- 
pletely demolishes the myth that Europe- 
ans arriving in Southern Africa promptly 
began enslaving, plundering, and brutal- 
izing the natives. The reality is almost the 
exact opposite. Consider, for instance, 
that many Afrikaners are actually de- 
scended from slaves! When the Dutch 
first arrived in the Cape of Good Hope, 
originally as part of a refreshment sta- 
tion for Dutch merchant vessels but later 
for many other reasons, they landed in a 
vast wilderness only sparsely inhabited 
by the nomadic Khoekhoe. The Afrikan- 
ers’ real contact with indigenous black 
peoples to the East — the Bantu tribes, 
many of which were brutal to a degree 
incomprehensible to the Western mind — 
came much later as whites moved north 
and east across Southern Africa and the 
Bantu tribes went south and west. 

Also covered in great detail is the more 
modern history of South Africa — the real 
history, in which the Soviet-backed A fri- 
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can National Congress of Nelson Mandela 
slaughtered civilians of all races in the ef- 
fort to dominate all of South Africa. The 
book documents a broad sampling of the 
terror attacks aimed at civilians, the sav- 
age tactics such as “necklacing” (burning 
somebody alive by placing a flaming gas- 
oline-soaked tire around his neck) used by 
the ANC and celebrated by Winnie Man- 
dela to murder black opponents, and much 
more. The book also documents in painful 
detail how almost the entire “Free World” 
— the United States included — turned its 
back on anti-communist South Africa as it 
battled the full might of the international 
communist conspiracy all on its own. Due 
to Western and UN sanctions, South Afri- 
cans even had to produce military weapon- 
ry for themselves! Yet still they withstood. 

While the Cold War was raging in 
Southern Africa and Afrikaners and their 
black African allies were dying in the bat- 
tle against Moscow and Havana, Ameri- 
cans — plagued with guilt about slavery 
and Jim Crow, according to Booyens, 
which had no real parallel in South Af- 
rica — were wittingly and unwittingly 
helping the Kremlin. 

The author has no kind words for the 
system of Apartheid, which he lambastes 
as wicked and oppressive. The term means 
“separate development,” and involved a 
system in which Bantu nations were to 
be granted full sovereignty in their tradi- 
tional homelands, while blacks living in 
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Western-minded areas, at least until the 
later days of Apartheid, lived under draco- 
nian controls. But by putting it in context 
in an objective manner and explaining the 
background, as well as the chasm between 
native cultures and Western Civilization, 
Booyens does a tremendous service to the 
truth. He presents facts that have been all 
but lost to mainstream history. 

Though the book is mostly focused on 
South Africa, the reader will learn inter- 
esting and important history about many 
other lands in Africa and beyond. Euro- 
pean imperialism in Africa receives con- 
siderable attention. Liberia, where freed 
slaves from the United States were reset- 
tled, is also discussed on multiple occa- 
sions. Angola, a nation enslaved by Castro 
and Moscow and used to mount relentless 
military assaults on the Afrikaners’ out- 
post of Western Civilization on the conti- 
nent, is also a key focus, along with Com- 
munist Mozambique. The destruction and 
subjugation of Rhodesia, now Zimbabwe, 
by communist terrorists of the most brutal 
sort also features prominently — along 
with the fact that Marxist dictator Robert 
Mugabe and his murderous minions were 
embraced and defended by the Carter ad- 
ministration, which was responsible for 
his rise to power and, by extension, his 
ongoing genocidal and autocratic rule. 

If there can be anything approaching 
quibbles with the book, it came down to 
two small points for this writer. For one, 
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textbook-width pages with a single column 
made it slightly more difficult to read. The 
second point is that the book seems to give 
more credit to George H.W. “New World 
Order” Bush than is probably due, merely 
because Bush at least made the correct 
decision to put the ANC and the leader 
of its terrorist wing, Nelson Mandela, on 
the U.S. terror list. This can likely be ex- 
plained by the fact that virtually the en- 
tire world championed the terrorist ANC 
as “freedom fighters” while demonizing 
the Afrikaner — in such a position, any 
semblance of outsiders acknowledging 
reality, especially by a top Western leader, 
must have seemed like a breath of fresh air 
while drowning. 

The book may be especially interest- 
ing to longtime readers of this magazine. 
Long before the communist-dominated 
ANC came to power in South Africa, THE 
New AMERICAN was warning its readers 
about the dangers. Unfortunately, the book 
confirms in horrifying detail the facts and 
the worst fears documented in these pages 
more than two decades ago. Today, the 
truth is plain to see for anyone who looks 
— even the world’s top expert on geno- 
cide, Dr. Gregory Stanton, has for years 
been sounding the alarm about the planned 
government-linked extermination cam- 
paign directed against this hardscrabble 
Christian people. The writing is all over 
the wall for anyone who has not deliber- 
ately buried his or her head in the sand. 
South Africa and the “Rainbow Nation” is 
no longer a place for the Afrikaners, who 
largely built it with their sweat and tears 
but are now excluded from the economy 
by racist laws and murdered daily in the 
most savage manner imaginable. 

While the staggering amount of know1- 
edge, insight, and history contained in 
the book certainly makes it a tremendous 
value all on its own, there is another el- 
ement that may be more important still: 
The potential lessons it has to offer the 
people of the First America as they strug- 
gle against many of the same forces that 
helped destroy the “Second America.” In 
South Africa, Americans can get a sneak 
preview of what might await the West if 
liberty-minded peoples do not stand up 
against tyranny and oppression. If the 
world does not awake from its slumber, 
the death of the Afrikaner nation may be 
just the beginning. 
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Firemen Deliver 
Impromptu Wedding 


Just when Camille Bethea and her fi- 
ancé, Marc, a 24-year-old Marine Corps 
reservist, believed that their wedding 
day was ruined, the Arlington Fire De- 
partment in Virginia stepped in to save 
the day. 

On Saturday, February 21, Bethea re- 
ceived a call from the venue wherein she 
was to be married that evening to say that 
the snow from a winter storm caused the 
roof to cave in. 

That was just the start of the bad news 
that day. Bethea then received a phone 
call from the second venue, where the 
couple was to host their reception. The 
parking lot was snowed in, and the venue 
had to cancel. Then, the pastor called to 
say he could not preside over the wedding 
because of the bad weather. 

“The groom and I were panicked,” said 
23-year-old Camille Bethea. “We have all 
these people here, come out of town, and 
there’s no wedding.” 

The families of the bride and groom 
acted quickly to try and find a new pastor 
and location so that the wedding could 
still go on. And when Bethea found a 
replacement pastor, it was he who sug- 
gested calling the local police or fire sta- 
tion to use as a reception hall. 

The couple called a number of fire 
houses in Arlington before they called 
Arlington County’s Fire Station 105. 

Firefighters at the station mopped 
floors, set up chairs, and even rigged up 
a table as a makeshift altar. 

“The crew that I work with are ro- 
mantics as well, so they chipped in and 
cleaned the place up,” said Fire Captain 
Chuck Kramaric. And when the couple 
arrived at the fire station that evening, it 
was clear that the firefighters had been 
busy transforming the station. 

According to WJLA, ABC News, “The 
firefighters used lights from their truck, 
and a radio tuned to a favorite station to 
create a nuptial-like atmosphere during 
the people’s first dance.” 

The couple was beyond grateful for 
what the fire station did for them that day. 
“TI would call them heroes,” Bethea said. 


32 


THE GOODNESS OF AMERICA 


Sharing Is Caring 


Charlotte Tidwell is a retired nurse in Fort 
Smith, Arkansas, who is using her pen- 
sion to feed 7,000 people a month in her 
hometown. 

“The community that I was raised in 
did this. My mom did it. The folks at the 
church did it. The nuns at the school that 
I went to elementary school did it,” she 
said. “We were mentored into this kind of 
work. Service was something that I’ve al- 
ways been involved in.” 

Tidwell is 69 years old and uses her 
pension to run a food pantry, where she 
works six days a week without pay. 

NBC News reported that Tidwell hands 
out 500,000 meals per year through her 
Antioch for Youth and Family group. “The 
town has suffered from the closures of fac- 
tories, layoffs at the chicken factory, and 
low wages, and Tidwell said she sees the 
elderly and families showing up for help,” 
NBC News wrote. 

Tidwell started the charity in 2000, after 
she learned that senior citizens in the com- 
munity were turning to cat and dog food for 
protein sustenance. “I was raised in poverty 
and I understand all the issues that go along 
with not having enough money,” she said. 
“Allowing the generation that raised us to 
go to the point that they’re eating cat food 
and dog food, I can’t imagine that.” 

For nearly 13 years, the food bank has 
operated on funds provided by Tidwell, 
along with a few small donations. By 
economizing and shopping around for the 
best deals, Tidwell has managed to survive 
even as she has given away most of her 
pension checks. 

Now, the funding is being supplement- 
ed by some small grants. 

A number of people in the community 
utilize Tidwell’s food pantry regularly, 
and have expressed their gratitude for 
Tidwell’s commitment to her hometown. 
“We thank the Lord for this lady here, 
Mrs. Tidwell, for helping us out in a time 
of need,” said Sherri Warren, a client of 
the food pantry. 

Tidwell is hoping that her actions in- 
spire goodness in others and that her work 
can be passed on to the next generation. “I 
want it to continue, if anything happens to 
me,” she said of her work. 


#ShovelltForward 


After firefighter/paramedics rushed a 
resident of Greenfield, Wisconsin, to the 
hospital, they did something extraordi- 
nary. 

A Greenfield man suffered a heart at- 
tack while shoveling his driveway on 
February Ist after a winter storm dropped 
over a foot of snow on the area. The fire- 
fighter/paramedics were called, and the 
man was taken to the hospital immedi- 
ately. 

But that is not where the story ends. 

The paramedics later returned to the 
man’s house to finish shoveling his drive- 
way, much to the family’s astonishment. 

The victim’s daughter was over- 
whelmed by the paramedics’ actions. 
“They just saw that somebody needed 
help, and they took time out of their day 
and their busy schedules to do something 
like that. It’s amazing. It’s awesome,” she 
said. “When something awful happens 
they’re there immediately to make sure 
that they are taken care of from start to 
finish.” 

The Huffington Post reported that 
someone took a photo of the firefighter/ 
paramedics shoveling snow and posted it 
on Reddit. 

The photo went viral, and the Greenfield 
Fire Department decided to post it on its 
Facebook page to encourage good deeds 
in others. They posted the photo with the 
hashtag #ShovelltForward and included 
several tips on how to safely shovel this 
winter, as shoveling is a frequent cause of 
injuries and even death in the winter. The 
photo received more than 20,000 likes. 
When news of this incredible act got out 
to the public, members of the community 
did their best to show their gratitude on 
behalf of their neighbor. 

According to WISN, a local ABC af- 
filiate, a number of people called the fire 
department to give thanks, and others 
brought little gifts. 

“It really shines a light on the great 
work that not just the Greenfield firefight- 
ers, but all firefighters and police officers 
do in every community across the United 
States on a daily basis,” Greenfield Fire 
Chief Jon Cohn said. 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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The T40f Amendment 
Its Sordid History and Effects 


The 14th Amendment has been used to forward same-sex 
“marriage” and abortion, as well attack Christianity, but its 
writers never intended those radical applications. 
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interpretation of the 14th Amendment. 


by Steve Byas 


United States of America has drifted 

from the original design of the Found- 
ing Fathers when a president of the United 
States can proclaim, with a straight face, 
“Ultimately, I think the Equal Protection 
Clause does guarantee same-sex marriage 
in all fifty states.” 

Yet, when President Barack Obama 
made this bold statement last fall, it was 
not part of a stand-up comedy routine, and 
neither he nor anyone else laughed. 

It appears highly unlikely that the Con- 
gress that created and passed the 14th 
Amendment, and the states which ratified 
it, really intended to enshrine the mar- 
riage of a man to a man, or a woman to 
woman, as some sort of “constitutional 
right.” Actually, it appears almost certain 
that the authors of the 14th Amendment 


] t is an illustration of just how far the 
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Abortion would not even be a national issue were it not for the so-called incorporation doctrine 


did not intend most of the things modern 
judges claim were intended by its proposal 
and ratification. What is certain is that the 
Bill of Rights, added to the Constitution 
in 1791, was designed to protect the states 
and American citizens from the power of 
the federal government. For confirmation 
of this, one only has to read the words of 
the 10th Amendment, which clearly states 
that all powers not delegated to the federal 
government are “reserved” to the states 
and the people. 

Judicial decisions of recent decades, 
which routinely make use of the 14th 
Amendment, specifically the “equal pro- 
tection” clause, to increase federal power 
at the expense of the states, actually turn 
the Bill of Rights on its head. 

Using the 14th Amendment, the courts 
have run roughshod over the states and 
their local governments, ordering a halt 
to prayer in schools, the distribution of 


Bibles in the schools, Nativity scenes in 
public parks, and the like, all in the name 
of “separation of church and state.” The 
First Amendment only prohibited Con- 
gress from creating a national church, or 
religion. For several years, a few states 
continued to have established churches. 
Why? Because the First Amendment 
states, “Congress shall make no law re- 
specting the establishment of religion,” 
not “Congress and the states shall make 
no law respecting the establishment of re- 
ligion.” Arguments as to whether the First 
Amendment provided for “separation of 
church and state” (a phrase appearing 
nowhere in the First Amendment or the 
rest of the Constitution), prohibiting such 
practices, actually miss the point. 

The reason that a prohibition on Con- 
gress now also includes a prohibition 
on states, local governments, and public 
school districts is because of a fairly re- 
cent interpretation of the 14th Amendment 
based on the “incorporation doctrine” 
(another phrase not appearing in the Con- 
stitution). This is the legal theory that, in 
adding the 14th Amendment to the Con- 
stitution, the Bill of Rights now places the 
same restrictions on the states that were 
placed on the federal government. 

While it used to be a common state- 
ment, “Don’t make a federal case out of 
it,” the courts have been transforming the 
United States from a federal republic into 
a black-robed oligarchy for many years, 
largely through novel interpretations of 
the 14th Amendment. 

So, what were the framers of the 14th 
Amendment wanting to accomplish in the 
aftermath the American Civil War? Was the 
purpose of the 14th Amendment to nation- 
alize any marriage laws, much less same- 
sex “marriage”, or to legalize the killing of 
unborn babies, or to make the children of 
illegal aliens citizens of the United States? 

Hardly. 

To better examine that question, one 
needs to look at the history of the adoption 
and ratification of the 14th Amendment. 
And a sordid history it is. 


Rights for Former Slaves 

Atthe close of the War Between the States in 
1865, Congress submitted the 13th Amend- 
ment to the states to outlaw slavery. This 
raised several other issues, however, lead- 
ing the Joint Committee on Reconstruction 
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Judicial decisions of recent decades, which routinely make use of 
the 14th Amendment, specifically the “equal protection” clause, to 


increase federal power at the expense of the states, actually turn the 


Bill of Rights on its head. 


in late 1865 to propose what would become 
the 14th Amendment. First of all, Congress, 
controlled by the Republican Party, was 
concerned about the increased representa- 
tion in the House of Representatives as a 
result of the abolition of slavery. 

The Great Compromise of the 1787 
constitutional convention involved divid- 
ing Congress into two houses: the Senate, 
wherein each state would be equally rep- 
resented with two members, regardless of 
population, and the House of Representa- 
tives. How many members a state could 
send to the House of Representatives 
would be determined by the total number 
of persons, not just citizens, voters, or 
adults, residing in the state. By this time, 
slavery was either illegal, or was dying 
out for economic reasons in the northern 
states. In the southern states, counting 
large numbers of slaves would add greatly 
to the number of representatives each state 
would be entitled to elect to the House. 

Northern delegates objected, arguing 
that southern delegations should not be 
enlarged by counting slaves. Southern 
states, of course, insisted that the slaves 
should be counted. Finally, they reached 


The late Congressman Larry McDonald (D-Ga.) was highly critical of the 14th Amendment in 


a compromise, known as the Three-fifths 
Compromise, in which three-fifths of the 
slaves would be counted for representa- 
tion purposes. Today, this provision is 
often misunderstood, with some mistak- 
enly thinking the Constitution calls A fri- 
can-Americans “three-fifths” of a person. 
Ironically, the three-fifths provision in the 
Constitution of 1787 was a huge step for- 
ward from the zero-fifths status quo under 
the Articles of Confederation. 

But, the compromise was well under- 
stood in the aftermath of slavery’s abo- 
lition. The 13th Amendment made the 
Three-fifths Compromise obsolete, and 
now ail of the ex-slaves would be counted 
for representation purposes. The Republi- 
can Party was concerned that this would 
increase the number of Democratic Party 
representatives in the House of Represen- 
tatives from the South, and combined with 
Democratic Party representatives from 
the northern states, the Republican Party 
would be reduced to minority status. 

To mitigate this prospect, the 14th 
Amendment’s second section provided 
that if the former slaves were denied the 
right to vote in a state, then that state’s 


his book We Hold These Truths, arguing, “Even if legally proposed and legally adopted, the 14th 
Amendment would have foredoomed freedom under the Constitution.” 
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number of allotted representatives would 
be reduced, as well. To further diminish 
the prospects of Democratic Party gains in 
future elections in the House of Represen- 
tatives, the amendment disenfranchised 
from voting those who had served in the 
Confederate government, or those holding 
a high rank in the Confederate army. 

The first section of the amendment was 
an effort to place into the Constitution the 
provisions of the Civil Rights Act of 1866, 
designed to combat the notorious Black 
Codes that had been enacted in several 
southern states. The Black Codes were 
an effort by southern governments to se- 
verely limit the rights of the former slaves. 
Among some of the provisions was an ef- 
fort to restrict the free movements of the 
freedmen, the creation of labor contracts 
that would reduce many Blacks to a con- 
dition little better than slavery, to prohibit 
their testifying in court, and to keep them 
from “carrying arms.” Interestingly, some 
southern legislators were quite open as to 
the reason for preventing former slaves 
from bearing arms. “It is much easier to 
control a man who is unarmed,” one leg- 
islator commented. 

Since the Black Codes were designed to 
deny to ex-slaves basic rights enjoyed by 
all citizens of the United States, the Civil 
Rights Act of 1866 was proposed (in 1865) 
to guarantee citizenship to all persons, 
without regard to race, color, or previous 
condition of servitude, giving them equal 
access to the protection of the law and to 
afford them due process of law. This was 
considered necessary because a previous 
Supreme Court decision in 1857 (Dred 
Scott v. Sanford) had declared that Blacks 
were not citizens. Before this, a person be- 
came a citizen of the United States either 
by virtue of having parents who were U.S. 
citizens, or by going through a process 
of naturalization. The Civil Rights Act 
proposed to make all former slaves, and 
other Black persons, citizens of the United 
States because of their birth on U.S. soil. 

President Andrew Johnson expressed 
concern that the provisions of the Civil 
Rights Act were unconstitutional, and 
would only exacerbate the hard feelings 
brought on by the war, especially the pro- 
vision disenfranchising the political lead- 
ership class of the South. Therefore, he 
vetoed the act, and Congress reacted by 
overriding the veto. 
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Despite its passage, even 
some of the Civil Rights Act’s 
supporters shared Johnson’s 
concern that the law was un- 
constitutional. (This seems 
almost odd to the modern ear 
— members of Congress ac- 
tually expressing concern that 
something they were consid- 
ering doing might be in viola- 
tion of the U.S. Constitution!) 

Because of this concern 
over the constitutionality of 
the law, and because of a fear 
that a future Congress might 
repeal the act, especially if the 
Democrats regained control 
of the federal government, the 
Republicans pushed through 
the constitutional amend- 
ment, nearly identical to the 
Civil Rights Act. This would 
place its provisions beyond 
the ability of any future Con- 
gress to simply repeal. 


Ratification Resistance 
There was some dispute as to 
whether two-thirds of both houses of Con- 
gress had voted in favor of the resolution 
proposing the 14th Amendment. Accord- 
ing to the late Congressman Larry Mc- 
Donald of Georgia, in his book We Hold 
These Truths, the majority simply resolved 
that the resolution had passed, and submit- 
ted it to the states for ratification, where it 
ran into more opposition. 

Historian Dr. Clarence Carson, writing 
in The Sections and the Civil War, said, 
“When the amendment was submitted in 
its first version in 1866, it was rejected by 
all the former states of the Confederacy, 
except Tennessee, along with Delaware 
and Kentucky.” With 12 states voting to 
reject the amendment, it failed ratification. 

The Reconstruction Act of 1867 pro- 
vided that no state could be restored to the 
Union unless it ratified the 14th Amend- 
ment. “With this threat hanging over their 
heads,” Carson notes, “the new govern- 
ments organized under the reconstruction 
acts ratified the amendment.” Exactly how 
non-states could ratify an amendment as a 
prerequisite to become states is not quite 
clear, but as Carson added, “Even count- 
ing these, it was far from clear that the 
amendment had been ratified.” 
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Constitutional historian Rauol Berger, a noted law professor, 
demonstrated with much convincing evidence that the “incorporation 

doctrine” is a false interpretation of the 14th Amendment in his book The 
Fourteenth Amendment and the Bill of Rights. 


Meanwhile, New Jersey, Oregon, and 
Ohio rescinded their ratifications, fur- 
ther clouding the issue of whether three- 
fourths of the states had properly ratified 
the amendment. Secretary of State Wil- 
liam H. Seward expressed some misgiv- 
ing about multiple irregularities in his 
proclamation of ratification in July 1868. 
Congress passed its own resolution that 
they were satisfied with the amendment’s 
adoption, and ordered it added to the 
Constitution. 

By this point, the judicial branch was 
“thoroughly intimidated,” in Congress- 
man McDonald’s words, and offered no 
opposition to what had occurred. 

“Even if legally proposed and legally 
adopted, the 14th Amendment would have 
foredoomed freedom under the Constitu- 
tion,” McDonald lamented. 

What does McDonald offer as evidence 
for his negative view of the amendment? 
First of all, he noted that the amendment 
provided that any person who had partici- 
pated in the Confederate cause (practically 
all adult white men in the South) could 
be disenfranchised, but that any other 
adult male inhabitant could not be denied 
the vote. This would give control of the 


southern governments to for- 
mer slaves, northern soldiers 
serving as an army of occupa- 
tion, and carpetbaggers, thus 
insuring continued Republi- 
can Party control of Congress. 

But these onerous features 
ofthe 14th Amendment, as bad 
as they were, became obsolete 
when northern military rule of 
the entire South ended in 1877 
and Reconstruction came to an 
end. The more serious lasting 
harm to our federal and repub- 
lican system of government 
came from the first section of 
the amendment. 

“No state shall make or 
enforce any law which shall 
abridge the privileges or im- 
munities of citizens of the 
United States,” reads the 
amendment, which is basi- 
cally a redundancy, because 
Article IV of the Constitution 
provides “the Citizens of each 
State shall be entitled to all 
Privileges and Immunities of 
Citizens in the several States.” What does 
this provision mean? 

Samuel Chase, who was a member of 
the Supreme Court, said in 1797 that this 
refers to the “advantages of acquiring and 
holding real as well as personal property, 
that such property shall be protected and 
secured by the laws of the state, in the 
same manner as the property of the citi- 
zens of the state is protected.” Obviously, 
this provision could only become relevant 
should someone move to another state, or 
purchase property in another state. This 
would delete the need for a person to be 
“naturalized” by another state to “enjoy 
the full rights of citizenship,” as was said 
in the Massachusetts Supreme Court case 
(Abbott v Bayley, 1827). Senator Lyman 
Trumbull, chairman of the Senate Judi- 
ciary Committee which handled the 14th 
Amendment, read this decision to the 
Senate. 

Riding circuit in 1823, Justice Bushrod 
Washington stated the “privileges and im- 
munities” provision of the Constitution 
referred to the “enjoyment of life and lib- 
erty,” with the “right to acquire and pos- 
sess property of every kind.” 

Washington added that privileges and 
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immunities refers to the “right 
of a citizen of one State to pass 
through, or to reside in any 
other State, for the purposes of 
trade, agriculture, professional 
pursuits, or otherwise; to claim 
the benefit of the writ of habeas 
corpus; to institute and main- 
tain actions of any kind in the 
courts of the State; to take, hold 
and dispose of property, either 
real or personal.” 

So, it would appear that the 
intent of the framers of the 14th 
Amendment by including the 
words about “privileges and 
immunities” were simply rein- 
forcing that the persons being 
afforded citizenship by the 
amendment would have all the 
rights of citizenship enjoyed by 
all other citizens of the United 
States, in whatever state they 
resided, as had been the case 
with other citizens since the adoption of 
the Constitution. 


Reinterpreting Due Process 
This gives us an insight into the intent for 
the rest of section one, which states that 
no state shall “deprive any person of life, 
liberty, or property, without due process of 
law; nor deny to any person within its ju- 
risdiction the equal protection of the law.” 
Whereas the “privileges and immunities” 
clause deals specifically with citizens’ 
rights, the “due process of law” and “equal 
protection” clauses are broader, giving 
constitutional protection to all persons, 
whether they be citizens or non-citizens. 
In his book We Hold These Truths, 
Congressman McDonald wrote, “The 
only conceivable constitutional intent of 
the due process clause in the Fourteenth 
Amendment is to permit federal court re- 
view of any state court case (when proper- 
ly appealed into federal court) for the lim- 
ited and exclusive purpose of determining 
whether the state’s own due process rules 


James Madison authored the Bill of Rights specifically to protect the 
rights of individual Americans and the states from infringement by 
the newly created federal government. The so-called incorporation 
doctrine turns the purpose of the Bill of Rights on its head, by 
transferring state sovereignty to the whims of federal judges. 


or procedures had been followed. The 
Fourteenth amendment did not stipulate, 
and nowhere in its legislative history can 
there be found a hint it was intended to 
stipulate, that states must adopt federal 
due process rules in legal proceedings.” 

Perhaps a reasonable comparison would 
be a court reviewing a contract, to deter- 
mine if the two parties were adhering to 
the contract as written, but not to substi- 
tute its own views as to what the contract 
should have said. 

Unfortunately, the due process concept 
has “evolved” into a transfer of power 
for federal courts, “not merely to review 
cases for procedural errors, but to make 
judgments on legislation itself,’ McDon- 
ald added. 

The first 14th Amendment litigation to 
lead to a Supreme Court decision came 
in 1873, in the “slaughterhouse” cases. 
This involved butchers in New Orleans 
who complained that a Louisiana law had 
deprived them of their liberty to work 
and do business because it had granted 


While it used to be acommon statement, “Don't make a federal case 

out of it,” the courts have been transforming the United States from 

a federal republic into a black-robed oligarchy for many years, largely 
through novel interpretations of the 14th Amendment. 
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one corporation the exclusive 
privilege of butchering cattle in 
the city. In upholding the state 
law, the majority observed in 
its formal opinion that the sole 
purpose of the 14th Amend- 
ment was “the freedom of 
the slave race,” and rejected 
using the amendment for any 
other purpose. The judges cau- 
tioned that this was an effort 
to centralize “in the hands of 
the Federal Government large 
powers hitherto exercised by 
the States,” which would in- 
evitably lead to transferring of 
the “security and protection of 
all civil rights ... to the Federal 
Government.” This, the judges 
warned, would be a “great ... 
departure from the structure 
and spirit of our institutions.” 

The Supreme Court reiter- 
ated the same points in Munn 
v. Illinois in 1877. 

But, in Lochner v. New York, in 1905, 
the Supreme Court accepted theories that 
the 14th Amendment had taken over a 
large part of the Bill of Rights and due 
process had new meanings. The court 
overturned a New York law regulating 
working hours in bakeries, leading to a 
fierce dissent by Justice John Marshall 
Harlan, who said, “No evils arising from 
... [State] legislation could be more far- 
reaching than those that might come to 
our system of government if the judiciary, 
abandoning the sphere assigned to it by 
the fundamental law, should enter the 
domain of legislation, and upon grounds 
merely of justice or reason or wisdom 
annul statutes that had received the sanc- 
tion of the people’s representatives.” 
Harlan concluded that the only time that 
a court should not uphold a law passed 
by a state legislature would be if it were 
“plainly” in violation of the Constitution. 

In his sterling work of scholarship, 
constitutional historian Rauol Berger di- 
rectly challenged the “incorporation doc- 
trine” in his book The Fourteenth Amend- 
ment and the Bill of Rights. This insidious 
doctrine holds that the 14th Amendment 
“incorporated” the Bill of Rights, and 
applied its restrictions to the state gov- 
ernments, as well as to the federal gov- 
ernment. Berger’s book is a refutation 
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of this viewpoint. What is at stake with 
this interpretation, Berger contended, is 
the right of the states to govern their own 
local affairs. 

Berger demonstrates that it is beyond 
all reasonable doubt that the Bill of Rights 
was intended to restrict the federal gov- 
ernment, not the states. James Madison 
actually urged the extension of the First 
Amendment to the states, but the commit- 
tee that considered the amendments told 
Madison the purpose of the Bill of Rights 
was “to provide against their being in- 
fringed by the federal government.” 

In a letter to Abigail Adams in 1804, 
President Thomas Jefferson expressed 
similar sentiments. 

The 1833 case Barron v. Baltimore 
provided the first opportunity for the 
Supreme Court to address the subject 
of the relationship between the Bill of 
Rights and state governments. Chief Jus- 
tice John Marshall wrote, “Had Congress 
engaged in the extraordinary occupation 
of improving the Constitutions of the 
several States by affording the people 
additional protections for 
the exercise of power by 
their own governments in 
matters which concerned 
themselves alone, they 
would have declared this 
purpose in plain and intel- 
ligible language.” 

Referring to the “decla- 
ration of rights” proposed 
by the State Ratifica- 
tion Conventions, Madi- 
son wrote, “All of them 
indicate[d] a jealousy of 
Federal powers, and an 
anxiety to multiply securi- 
ties against a constructive 
enlargement of them.” 

So, it was quite clear 
that the original purpose 
of the Bill of Rights was to 
protect the states and indi- 
viduals from the power of 
the newly created federal 
government. But, did the 
14th Amendment turn the 
Bill of Rights on its head, 
intentionally transferring 
power from the states 
to the federal courts by 
“incorporation?” 
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Incorporation Incompetence 
It was Justice Hugo Black, in a 1947 dissent 
(Adamson v. California), who “discovered” 
the intention of the 14th Amendment fram- 
ers to incorporate the Bill of Rights. Black 
was not supported by the majority of the 
court, and in fact, in 1959, Justice Felix 
Frankfurter addressed the issue in Bartkus 
v. Illinois. “We have held from the begin- 
ning and uniformly that the due process 
clause of the Fourteenth Amendment does 
not apply to the States any of the provisions 
of the first ten amendments as such.” 
Frankfurter added, “The relevant histori- 
cal materials demonstrate conclusively that 
Congress and the members of the legisla- 
tures of the ratifying States, did not contem- 
plate that the Fourteenth Amendment was 
a shorthand incorporation of the first eight 
amendments, making them applicable as 
explicit restrictions upon the states.” 
Leonard Levy also denounced Black’s 
incorporation thesis: “Black did not mere- 
ly misread history ... he mangled and ma- 
nipulated it by artfully selecting facts from 
one side only.” 


Supreme Court Justice Hugo Black first “discovered” the 
“incorporation doctrine,” the interpretation that the 14th Amendment 
was intended to apply the Bill of Rights to the states. 


While the wholesale incorporation 
view of Justice Black was not accept- 
ed, over the next few years, the federal 
courts began to adopt a doctrine known 
as “selective incorporation.” This inter- 
pretation supposedly is derived from the 
due process clause, but Alexander Ham- 
ilton’s comments on due process would 
appear to make this an untenable posi- 
tion. Hamilton argued that the words due 
process “have a precise technical import, 
and are only applicable to the process 
and proceedings of courts of justice; 
they can never be referred to an act of 
the legislature.” 

The 1925 case Gitlow v. New York did 
use the due process clause to attack a legis- 
lative act, and has been used as a precedent 
for incorporationists. Richard Posner has 
said that if one were to “apply the Bill of 
Rights to the States through the due proc- 
ess clause,” this leads to a weakening of 
the states “tremendously by handing over 
control of large areas of public policy to 
federal judges.... It is hard to believe that 
this was intended by all the state legisla- 
tures whose votes were necessary to 
ratify the amendment.” 

Indeed it is. While the incorpora- 
tion doctrine is rightly expressed as 
making application of the restrictions 
of the Bill of Rights upon the states, as 
well as the federal government, what 
is actually involved is the transfer of 
the right to interpret the Bill of Rights 
from state governments (including 
its legislative, judicial, and executive 
branches) to federal judges. 

Writing in The Spirit of Liberty in 
1952, Judge Learned Hand argued 
that a judge “has no right to divina- 
tion of public opinion, which runs 
counter to its last formal expression.” 
Berger said, “The framers clearly 
withheld from the Court power to in- 
trude into state regulation of domes- 
tic affairs.” 

The 14th Amendment has also 
been cited as making United States 
citizens out of all persons who are 
simply geographically inside the bor- 
ders of the United States at the time 
of their birth. This misinterpretation 
of the 14th Amendment allows indi- 
viduals to enter the country illegally 
and have a child who is then declared 
a USS. citizen. It is a common prac- 
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tice for a pregnant woman to enter the 
United States specifically to gain U.S. 
citizenship for her child. 

Once an illegal alien has a child born on 
American soil, that child becomes an “an- 
chor baby.” This anchor baby is then the 
parents’ ticket to legal status. The baby, con- 
sidered an American citizen, is then entitled 
under U.S. law to a cornucopia of welfare 
benefits. So while the law bars illegal aliens 
from many forms of government assistance, 
drawn from the pocketbooks of American 
taxpayers, the illegal alien’s child has full 
legal status to draw all such benefits. 

The 14th Amendment, designed to make 
citizens of the former slaves, states, “All 
persons born or naturalized in the Unit- 
ed States, and subject to the jurisdiction 
thereof, are citizens of the United States 
and of the State wherein they reside.” 
The phrase “and subject to the jurisdic- 
tion thereof’ has, of course, been ignored 
by those promoting the concept of open 
borders. Clearly, the framers of the 14th 
Amendment intended that only children 
“born subject to the jurisdiction there- 
of,” that is, the jurisdiction of the United 
States, are considered natural-born citi- 
zens. This would, by the clear wording of 
the amendment, not include the children of 
illegal aliens, because they are still under 
the jurisdiction of foreign governments. 

Senator Jacob Merritt Howard of Mich- 
igan, an author of the 14th Amendment, 
said during the discussions over the ef- 
fects of the amendment, “This will not, of 
course, include persons born in the United 
States who are foreigners.” 


Senator James Doolittle of Wisconsin 
expressed concern as to how the amend- 
ment would affect the citizenship of Amer- 
ican Indians, because he did not want the 
amendment’s wording to include them. 
Howard assured Doolittle that the 14th 
Amendment did not make all American 
Indians citizens of the United States. His 
response is instructive as to the real mean- 
ing of the words “under the jurisdiction of 
the United States” because the members of 
the various Indian tribes born in America 
were certainly born inside the borders of 
the United States. 

“Indians born within the limits of the 
United States, and who maintain their 
tribal relations, are not, in the sense of this 
amendment, born subject to the jurisdic- 
tion of the United States,” Howard re- 
sponded. If the Indians were not included 
in the wording of the 14th Amendment, it 
is reasonable to conclude that children of 
illegal aliens would likewise be excluded. 

Clearly, no constitutional basis exists 
for the granting of citizenship to the chil- 
dren of foreigners born on U.S. soil. 

Yet, this is another example of the way 
the 14th Amendment has clearly altered 
our form of government through judicial 
interpretation. As Professor Berger put it: 
“Against the historical evidence, ‘equal 
protection’ has become a crystal ball 
in which judicial soothsayers can find 
whatever they will.” Using the phrase 
“equal protection of the laws,” judges 
have found same-sex “marriage”, abor- 
tion, and a host of other liberal causes 
in the text of the 14th Amendment that 


President Obama recently 
claimed that the 14th Amendment 
guarantees same-sex “marriage” 
in all 50 states, but it is 
inconceivable that the authors 

of the amendment intended to 
enshrine same-sex “marriage” as 
a constitutional right. 
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no one can honestly argue were intended 
by the amendment’s mid-19th century 
authors. 

As Berger said, “The 14th Amendment 
constituted an attempt to rescue blacks 
from a return to bondage. When the fram- 
ers and ratifiers spoke of equal protection, 
it was against such violence [as flogging, 
murder, terrorism] that they meant to pro- 
tect the helpless blacks.” 


Reinterpreting the Constitution 

Using the incorporation doctrine as jus- 
tification, federal judges have seen fit to 
substitute their own views of what Ameri- 
can society should be. John Farnsworth 
of Illinois, a strong supporter of the 14th 
Amendment at the time of its adoption, did 
not desire to see it used in this way. “I do 
not believe in centralization of the power 
of government, nor in abolishing the State 
lines or State governments, or abridging 
their power.” But that is exactly how the 
amendment is used — to bully the state 
governments into submission to the social 
opinions of an unelected judge. 

Berger argues that what is at stake is 
the “integrity of the Constitution, the right 
of the people to govern themselves, for 
instance, to require death penalties even 
though they offend the sensibilities of the 
justices.” Justice William Brennan admit- 
ted in a dissent that the death penalty was 
not considered “cruel and unusual punish- 
ment” (forbidden by the Eighth Amend- 
ment), yet he was prepared to “cram his 
view [against the death penalty] into prac- 
tice,” regardless of what the Constitution 
clearly states, Berger noted. 

Berger lamented the surrender of Judge 
Robert Bork to the continuation of the in- 
corporation doctrine during Bork’s 1987 
confirmation hearings. Bork told the sena- 
tors that he “felt constrained to say that 
too many expectations had crystalized 
around the incorporation doctrine to per- 
mit its disturbance.” 

There is no doubt that casting aside the 
incorporation doctrine would create a “dis- 
turbance,” but to say we should continue 
an unconstitutional doctrine because of that 
is a view that should be roundly rejected. 

The alternative is the status quo of judi- 
cial tyranny, and to continue to accept the 
tule of a black-robed oligarchy instead of 
the republican form of government estab- 
lished by the Constitution. 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


“| Have My 
Daughter to Protect” 


The /nquisitr reported on March 15 that 
a mother in Newport News, Virginia, 
was forced to shoot an intruder while 
her baby daughter soundly slept in the 
next room. The mother, who goes by the 
name “Allie,” had just put her daughter 
down for the night. Her husband, a James 
City County police officer, had just left 
for work an hour earlier when she heard 
someone knocking on the front door. The 
knocking became more aggressive, and 
she could hear the stranger fiddling with 
the door knob and yelling. She looked 
through the door’s peephole and saw a 
man whom she didn’t recognize, so she 
immediately called 911 and grabbed her 
pistol. The man continued to beat on the 
door and was able to break the door open 
and enter the house. 

Allie told NewsChannel 3 out of Nor- 
folk, Virginia, that the intruder acted like 
he was intoxicated or high on drugs, or 
both, and so she aimed her gun at the 
man as he approached her. She fired the 
gun twice and hit the man in the stomach 
and groin area. Police soon arrived on the 
scene, and the injured suspect was taken 
to a nearby hospital with life-threatening 
injuries. Allie explained that it was sim- 
ply a matter of her daughter’s safety: 
“It was either him or me.... I have my 
daughter to protect.” Allie said that her 
husband had trained her how to handle 
an intruder like that. ““We’ve talked about 
what we would do. Protect her, protect 
the house. That’s what I did,” Allie told 
NewsChannel 3. Allie expressed relief 
that her daughter didn’t have to witness 
such a violent encounter, adding that it 
“was only about 30 minutes that I had her 
down before this all happened. She could 
have been in here playing and he could 
have busted in and fell on her or any- 
thing. All I knew is I wanted to stop him 
from hurting me or hurting my daughter.” 
Allie said that the strange man left her no 
other option. “There was nothing else to 
do. He was coming at me so I shot,” she 
told NewsChannel 3. Allie is still shaken 
from the ordeal but takes comfort know- 
ing that she was able to do what was nec- 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
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essary when it really mattered. Allie told 
NewsChannel 3 that it “doesn’t make it 
too much easier to know that I can totally 
handle my worst fear. But along the same 
lines, it makes me feel more confident I 
was able to do what I needed to do.” 
Neighbor James Cantrell has lived in 
the area for 22 years and explained that, 
in his view, the neighborhood has been 
sliding downward toward more crime. 
“Things have changed.... I’m just glad the 
lady and her daughter are OK,” he told the 
Daily Press in Newport News, Virginia. 


The Kids Didn’t 
Even Wake Up! 


In a similar story out of Schoolcraft, 
Michigan, MLive.com reported on Feb- 
ruary 20 about the wife of a Kalamazoo 
Department of Public Safety officer who 
fired at an intruder while her four chil- 
dren were fast asleep in the house. The 
woman’s husband was at work when the 
woman was awakened by two suspects 
pounding on her front door at 11:30 p.m. 
She called 911 to report a break-in and 
the transcript of the 911 call captures the 
woman telling the operator that she be- 
lieved two men were trying to break in 
to her house. When the woman heard the 
sound of glass breaking, she retrieved her 
husband’s .38 caliber revolver and told 
the 911 operator that she believed one 
of the intruders had successfully gained 
entry to the house. The 911 operator told 
the mother to lock herself in a room, but 
the mother told the dispatcher that she 
couldn’t do that because she had to pro- 
tect her children. She went to the top of 
the stairs where she yelled at the intruder 
to “get out of my house!” Authorities said 
that a suspect began walking toward the 
stairs, and the woman fired one shot, hit- 
ting him in the shoulder. 

Kalamazoo County sheriff’s depu- 
ties soon arrived on the scene, and both 
suspects were arrested and charged with 
first-degree home invasion. 

The woman laughed about the fact 
that the children slept through the en- 
tire ordeal! Another humorous aspect of 
this story was that the suspect who was 


shot allegedly complimented the woman 
about how she handled the situation. Ac- 
cording to a police report, an officer was 
complimenting the woman for her brave 
actions when the injured suspect alleg- 
edly said, “Yeah, you did what you had 
to do. You did do a good job.” 


Paraplegic 
Shoots Intruders 


News On 6 reported on March 6 about 
a Tulsa, Oklahoma, shooting that left 
two suspects dead and the police search- 
ing for a third. The unique aspect of this 
story was that the shooter in question was 
a paraplegic confined to a wheelchair. 
The man didn’t let his disability stop him 
from protecting himself when three men, 
one of whom was armed, broke in to his 
apartment and began scuffling with a 
friend of his. 

According to the FOX affiliate in 
Tulsa, there was an argument outside an 
apartment complex between the tenant, 
his friend, and the three suspects while 
all five were outside that escalated when 
the tenant and his friend went back inside 
the apartment and locked the door. The 
three suspects then apparently broke in 
to the apartment and began beating the 
tenant’s friend. The tenant retrieved his 
firearm and shot at the intruders, fatally 
injuring two of them and sending the 
third suspect fleeing through a window. 
Twenty-two-year-old Kejuan Shields 
and 34-year-old Demario Harris were 
later identified as the deceased suspects. 
Oklahoma Department of Corrections 
records showed that Kejuan Shields had 
previously served prison time for felony 
possession of a firearm, and Demario 
Harris had served time for multiple drug 
possession convictions. Anita Penn, the 
mother of the man in the wheelchair, told 
KFOR.com that her son “did the right 
thing, because he can’t fight. He can’t do 
anything, he’s in the chair, and the only 
thing he’s got to use is his hands.... I’m 
surprised my son made it out of there... 
If he hadn’t had [the gun] my son prob- 
ably wouldn’t be here.” 

— PATRICK KREY 


THE NEW AMERICAN ¢ APRIL 20, 2015 


The EPA’s Smoggy 
New Standards 


ITEM: Late last year, the Environmental 
Protection Agency, as noted on the EPA’ 
website, “proposed to strengthen the Na- 
tional Ambient Air Quality Standards 
(NAAQS) for ground-level ozone, based on 
extensive scientific evidence about ozone $ 
effects on public health and welfare. The 
proposed updates will improve public 
health protection, particularly for children, 
the elderly, and people of all ages who have 
lung diseases such as asthma.” 

The agency, in justifying its actions for 
more restrictive smog standards, said in 
part: “EPA’s proposal finds that the cur- 
rent level of the standard — 75 ppb [parts 
per billion] — is not adequate to protect 
public health, and it would strengthen the 
standard by setting the primary standard 
at a level within a range from 65 to 70 
ppb. EPA staff experts and the agency 8 in- 
dependent science advisors, the Clean Air 
Scientific Advisory Committee (CASAC), 
concluded that scientific evidence sup- 
ports a standard within a range of 60 to 70 
ppb.... EPA is taking comments on levels 
for the health standard as low as 60 ppb.” 
IreM: An Environmental Defense Fund 
blog entitled “Climate 411” maintained 
on December 8 (and in many other en- 
tries) that the current standard “doesnt 
do enough to protect human health.” Said 
the EDF blog: “About half our popula- 
tion, some 156 million Americans, are at 
risk from smog.... EPA's new proposal, is- 
sued under a court-ordered deadline, is 
a step in the right direction — even if it 
doesn t, in our view, go far enough.” 

The United States, said the blog, “now 

lags behind other developed and devel- 
oping nations in the protectiveness of air 
quality standards for smog. Numerous in- 
dustrialized countries have adopted ozone 
standards that are far more protective than 
the current standard in the U.S. The Eu- 
ropean Union’ limit today is 60 ppb and 
Canada‘ is 63 ppb, for example.” 
ITEM: The Associated Press reported on 
March 17 that the governors of 11 states 
have asked the EPA to keep the current 
standard: 
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Alleviating asthma: The EPA says that new, stronger ozone standards will bring relief to asthma 
sufferers. But according to the EPA’s own numbers, the improvement will be minuscule: a 
reduction of around one-tenth of one percent in emergency-room visits for asthma attacks. 


The EPA is considering a range as 
low as 60 parts per billion, which the 
governors decry as “extreme” and 
“job crushing.” Business groups 
have panned the new regulations as 
unnecessary and the costliest in U.S. 
history, but the American Lung Asso- 
ciation says they don t go far enough. 

Strengthening the standard will 
“significantly” reduce the number 
of asthma attacks and premature 
deaths caused by ozone, EPA Re- 
gion 6 spokesman David Gray said. 
Responding to the claim that tighter 
emission limits would damage the 
economy, Gray said that the EPA 
and states have worked over decades 
to improve air quality “by nearly 70 
percent, while our economy has more 
than tripled.” 


CORRECTION: Are we supposed to be- 
lieve that since the world didn’t screech 
to a complete stop because of the weight 
of previous regulations this means we can 
keep piling heavier burdens on businesses 
without significant harm? 

Or perhaps the implication is that the 
federal agency’s actions somehow caused 
the economy to grow — since EPA-style 
“science” tends to muddle correlation, 
causation, and coincidence. 


What the EPA calls “ground-level 
ozone” is what regular folks call smog, 
which results when certain pollutants 
combine with heat. 

The fact that European Union nations 
such as Bulgaria — where the GDP per 
capita in 2014 was about $7,500 — might 
have more stringent restrictions on their 
books is not a particularly convincing 
argument to do the same in this country. 
That sounds a lot like a whiny child trying 
to convince his parents that he should stay 
up late because all the other kids do. We 
might be better off if we joined in other 
traditional Bulgarian practices, such as 
Kukeri rituals, which feature costumes 
and masks to scare away evil spirits. 

The EPA wants to lower the national 
standard for ozone from 75 ppb to as low 
as 65 ppb (and is accepting comments for 
60 ppb, which is what many within the 
agency would prefer). However, Presi- 
dent Obama changed course before the 
last election; in 2011, he ordered to EPA to 
withdraw a proposal for a 60 ppb standard, 
citing the negative effect it would have on 
the economy. 

But the eco-activists will take what they 
can get and then demand more. This latest 
revision — which is expected to be turned 
into a final rule by October or November 
— is being pushed before the previous re- 
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quirements have been fully implemented. 
And there’s never enough to satisfy the 
regulators either. The World Health Or- 
ganization, the public health arm of the 
United Nations, would set the standard at 
51 parts if it had its way. 

The EPA, again unsurprisingly, has 
lowballed its projected cost estimates for 
the new ground-ozone standards. Accord- 
ingly, several senators from the Commit- 
tee on Environment and Public Works, led 
by Chairman James Inhofe (R-Okla.), are 
seeking more transparency concerning 
how the agency came up with its numbers. 

In a letter to EPA Administrator Gina 
McCarthy in March, they took note of 
the fact that the agency estimated that the 
cost of a more restrictive standard “could 
range from $3.9 billion to almost $39 bil- 
lion in 2025 (2011 dollars) depending on 
the standard and the assumptions used.” 
While those numbers are high, said the 
senators, there are reasons to believe they 
underestimate the likely true cost because 
of numerous questionable assumptions. 
As the senators also pointed out, a recent 
study commissioned by the National As- 
sociation of Manufacturers (NAM) con- 
cluded that the costs would be much more 
than that. 

The February 2015 study by NERA 
Economic Consulting looked at the eco- 
nomic impact of a 65 ppb standard for 
ozone; it revealed that the new regulation 


Senator James Inhofe 
(R-Okla.), chairman of the 
Committee on Environment and 
Public Works, is an outspoken 
Critic of the EPA and the “green” 
agenda, especially the issue 

of alleged man-made global 
warming. 
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could cost the economy dearly. Among 
specifics, it could reduce U.S. GDP by 
$140 billion per year and $1.7 trillion 
from 2017 to 2040, result in an annual loss 
of 1.4 million “job equivalents” through 
2040 (a measure of lost jobs, fewer hours, 
and lower wages), and cost the average 
U.S. household $830 per year in the form 
of lost consumption. 

This would be, the NAM has observed, 
the most expensive regulation ever im- 
posed on the American public. Adminis- 
trator McCarthy, whose lack of sympathy 
to those caught in the crossfire seems 
to reflect a hardening of the hearteries, 
blithely says that Americans do not have 
“to choose between a healthy economy 
and a healthy environment.” She’Il do that 
for us. Meanwhile, the compliance costs 
will come out of your paycheck — if you 
still have a job. 

If you ever wondered how such regu- 
lations get cooked up, you might not ap- 
preciate the answer when you discover 
how the process works at the EPA. One 
of the tactics involved, as recounted not 
long ago by Paul Driessen, involves legal 
actions (to use the term very loosely) that 
are sometimes called “sue-and-settle” 
lawsuits. 

As the columnist put it in November, 
this is how the scheme works: 


Agitator groups meet with EPA offi- 


cials behind closed doors and agree 
on new rules or standards. The agen- 
cy then conveniently misses a dead- 
line, “forcing” the activists to sue. 
That leads to a court hearing (from 
which impacted parties are exclud- 
ed), and a judgment “forcing” the 
agency to issue new regulations — 
and even pay the agitators’ attorney 
fees! American Lung Association, 
NRDC [Natural Resources Defense 
Council], Sierra Club and EPA sue- 
and-settle collusion resulted in the 
new ozone proposal. 


This conniving was first revealed in a 
U.S. Senate report prepared in 2014 by the 
then-minority staff on the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. 

You can imagine the outcry about col- 
lusion if this hadn’t been a “green” issue 
involving a left-wing cause. Yet, when the 
EPA trots out its supposedly independent 
experts to buttress its dubious claims, the 
question still needs to be asked: Cui bono? 
The answer can often be determined by 
following the money. As Driessen sum- 
marized: 


The American Lung Association sup- 
ports the EPA health claims — but ne- 
glects to mention that EPA has given 
the ALA $24.7 million over the past 
15 years. Overall, during this period, 
the ALA received $43 million via 591 
federal grants, and Big Green founda- 
tions bankrolled it with an additional 
$76 million. But no one is supposed 
to question the ALA’s credibility, in- 
tegrity or support for EPA “science.” 
EPA also channels vast sums to its 
“independent” Clean Air Scientific 
Advisory Committee, which like- 
wise rubberstamps the agency’s pol- 
lution claims and regulations. Fifteen 
CASAC members received over $181 
million since 2000. CASAC excludes 
from its ranks industry and other ex- 
perts who might question EPA find- 
ings. Both EPA and CASAC stone- 
wall and slow-walk FOIA [Freedom 
of Information Act] requests and 
deny requests for correction and re- 
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Noxious neighbors? Coal-fired power plants, such as this one in southeastern Montana, are 
leading emitters of nitrogen oxides (NOx), which contribute to increased ozone levels in the 
atmosphere. Many coal plants will be hit particularly hard by new ozone standards. 


consideration. Even congressional 
committees get nowhere. 


Moreover, many of the claims made by 
these allies concerning their friends are 
also based on false premises. The Environ- 
mental Protection Agency may wish oth- 
erwise, but it cannot claim credit for every 
improvement made over the decades in air 
quality, for instance. This isn’t a fairy tale 
where you simply conjure up a regulation 
and, shazam, the skies become clear and 
clean and everyone frolics happily in an 
idyllic arcadia. 

In fact, even Mother Nature isn’t pure 
enough for the bureaucratic regulators. 
Really. The background ozone levels at 
Yellowstone National Park, for instance, 
are 66 parts per billion. 

Keep in mind that the standards under 
consideration are not even stringent 
enough for many in the EPA, the president 
(pre-2012 election), and the eco-activist 
groups who see this proposal as a step- 
pingstone. 

As it is, about 40 percent of the popula- 
tion in the country lives in areas that do 
not comply with the more lenient 2008 
standards. Using the EPA’s own statistics, 
if the 65 ppb limit were imposed, about 59 
percent of the U.S. population would live 
in areas out of compliance. 

During the public hearing in Washing- 
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ton, D.C., the American Petroleum Insti- 
tute’s expert further pointed out that the 
newly proposed standards would be 


virtually unattainable given the very 
high levels of peak background levels 
of ozone, which approach 70 ppb. As 
proposed, the new standards would 
impose unachievable emission reduc- 
tion requirements on virtually every 
part of the nation, including rural 
and undeveloped areas. Even pris- 
tine areas with no industrial activity 
such as national parks would be out 
of attainment. Unattainable standards 
are not smart public policy or good 
government. 


There are real consequences when a region 
can’t comply with stringent regulations. 
This was a point addressed in March before 
the House Committee on Science, Space 
and Technology by Raymond Keating, the 
chief economist for the Small Business & 
Entrepreneurship Council (on behalf of the 
Center for Regulatory Solutions). After 
presenting his evidence and reasoning, Ke- 
ating concluded by noting that small busi- 
nesses that are not in compliance with the 
EPA regulations “will have a difficult time 
starting up, expanding and competing for 
‘offsets,’ as those offsets will be expensive, 
or perhaps not exist when needed.” 


In trying to rationalize the new restric- 
tions, the EPA has made some exaggerated 
claims about their alleged benefits. As was 
pointed out at an agency hearing earlier 
this year, the EPA maintains that the more 
restrictive standards would eliminate an 
estimated 1,400 to 4,300 asthma-related 
emergency room visits. 

But some context is in order: There are 
about 1.8 million such visits annually. 
Even if you give the EPA the benefit of the 
doubt about its own numbers, this estimat- 
ed reduction would be, in round numbers, 
between eight-hundredths of one percent 
to two-tenths of one percent. Hallelujah 
for the law of diminishing returns! 

The EPA’s scare tactics aside, it should 
not be overlooked that the air quality is 
already getting better. Using figures from 
the EPA’s database, Daren Bakst and Katie 
Tubb observed in the Heritage Founda- 
tion’s “Daily Signal” that 


concentration levels of every major 
pollutant regulated under the Clean 
Air Act have decreased since the EPA 
started measuring in 1980 (and were 
decreasing before then, too). Ozone 
levels have decreased by 33 percent, 
nitrogen dioxide levels by 60 percent, 
sulfur dioxide by 81 percent, carbon 
monoxide by 84 percent and lead by 
a whopping 92 percent. High ozone 
days in one of the nation’s worst 
counties, Los Angeles, have de- 
creased 83 percent and average high 
ozone days around the nation have 
decreased 75 percent. 


While the EPA doesn’t have a magic 
wand to turn the nation into an unsul- 
lied paradise, it does have the ability 
to throw people out of work and close 
plants. On the path it has chosen, clos- 
ings are more likely than cleaning. Near- 
ly half of the ozone reductions demand- 
ed by the agency will have to come from 
emission-reducing technologies that do 
not currently exist. 

When should we finally recognize 
that this federal agency has overreached? 
Here’s a clue: Now. 

— WILLIAM P. Hoar 
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TPP: Secrecy, Tribunals, World Bank Control 


66 verything secret 
degenerates, 
even the ad- 


ministration of justice; noth- 
ing is safe that does not show 
how it can bear discussion 
and publicity.” — Lord Acton 

John Emerich Edward 
Dalberg-Acton, the eminent 
19th-century British histo- 
rian, statesman, and philoso- 
pher better known simply as 
Lord Acton, would undoubt- 
edly view the ultra-secret 
Trans-Pacific Partnership as degenerate and unsafe. 

On March 25, the international organization WikiLeaks re- 
leased what is purported to be the latest iteration of the Trans- 
Pacific Partnership (TPP) agreement’s “Chapter 2,” the chap- 
ter on investment. Before we get to some of the important 
particulars of the document, it may first be worthwhile to note 
the main feature of the TPP negotiating process that this latest 
leak re-emphasizes: secrecy. 

We have written a great deal in THE NEW AMERICAN concern- 
ing this secrecy aspect, which has been a hallmark not only of 
the TPP, but also of other “trade” partnerships and agreements 
including the Transatlantic Trade and Investment Partnership 
(TTIP). The fact that the TPP and TTIP negotiations have been 
ongoing for five years under a cloak of secrecy is cause enough 
to view them with alarm. The fact that the Obama administration 
has refused numerous requests by U.S. congressmen — including 
members of his own party — to examine the TPP/TTIP texts, as 
their constitutional mandate “to regulate Commerce with foreign 
Nations” requires, is cause enough to view the agreements with 
alarm. So too is the fact that the American people and their elected 
representatives in Washington, D.C., must rely on leaked docu- 
ments to find out what is going on. 

The U.S. Trade Representative’s (USTR) office regularly 
proclaims a total commitment to transparency, but its “Fact 
Sheet: Transparency and the Trans-Pacific Partnership” admits 
that the TPP negotiations and documents are only available to 
“cleared trade advisors.” And who are these select, privileged 
“cleared trade advisors”? According to the USTR, these are 
“representatives from industry, agriculture, services, labor, 
state and local governments, and public interest groups.” But 
the American people and their elected representatives are ex- 
cluded. U.S. Trade Representative Michael Froman is a mem- 
ber of the Council on Foreign Relations, the secretive, private 
organization that has commandeered much of our government 
and has been steering our nation on a suicidal path toward 
world government for many decades. This too is cause enough 
to view the TPP/TTIP with great alarm. 

However, the newly leaked TPP Chapter 2 provides addi- 
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tional causes for alarm. Be- 
ginning on the very first page 
of the 55-page document, we 
find this notation: “Declassify 
on: Four years from entry into 
force of the TPP agreement 
or, if no agreement enters 
into force, four years from 
the close of the negotiations.” 

It states further: “This doc- 
ument must be protected from 
unauthorized disclosure.... It 
must be stored in a locked or 
secured building, room, or 
container.” Of course, for those “cleared trade advisors,” the 
document “may be mailed or transmitted over unclassified e- 
mail or fax, discussed over unsecured phone lines, and stored 
on unclassified computer systems.” 

When pushing for a rushed passage of the massive monstrosity 
known as ObamaCare, Representative Nancy Pelosi (D-Calif.), as 
Speaker of the House, infamously quipped: “We have to pass the 
bill so that you can find out what is in it.” We have, in the past, 
compared the push by the TPP/TTIP promoters for “Fast Track” 
to the ludicrous “Pelosi Rule” for blind passage of ObamaCare. 
However, as the leaked Chapter 2 draft text shows, the TPP is far 
worse. We are supposed to pass it so we can find out what’s in 
it — four years after it goes into effect! This piles outrage on top 
of outrage. 

But there is another outrage confirmed in the leaked TPP doc- 
ument that THE NEw AMERICAN has been sounding the alarm 
about for years: international tribunals (courts), such as those 
already established under NAFTA and the WTO. Tribunals with 
the pretended authority — but an authority they are wielding 
nonetheless — to overrule our state and federal courts, as well as 
our local, state and federal laws, including the U.S. Constitution. 

The tribunals would be presided over by arbitrators (judges) 
appointed by the secretary-general of the International Centre 
for Settlement of Investment Disputes (ICSID), an institution of 
the World Bank Group. The general counsel of the World Bank, 
Aron Broches, drew up the convention establishing the ICSID, 
which is housed at the World Bank’s headquarters complex 
in Washington, D.C. The ICSID receives its funding from the 
World Bank, and the ICSID’s governing Council is chaired by 
the president of the World Bank. So the proposed TPP tribunals 
are, in essence, a means for transferring judicial authority over 
vast areas of domestic law to “arbitrators” picked by the World 
Bank — and the central bankers and the giant commercial/in- 
vestment bankers that run the World Bank. 

Considering the enormity of this planned transfer of power to 
supranational tribunals, let alone what else may still be hidden 
from the American people, is it any wonder that the TPP and other 
elements of the trade agenda have been cloaked in secrecy? 
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Name 
Address 
SUBTOTAL WIRESIDENTS ADD = SHIPPING/HANDLING TOTAL City State Zip 


5% SALES TAX (SEE CHART BELOW) 


For shipments outside the U.S., please call for rates. QO Check OVISA Q Discover iets alae 
Order Subtotal | Standard Shipping | Rush Shipping L) Money Order ©) MasterCard O American Express VISA/MC/Discover American Express 
$0-10.99 $4.95 $9.95 Standard: 4-14 Three Digit V-Code Four Digit V-Code 
$11.00-19.99 $7.75 $12.75 business days. Make checks payable to: ShopJBS 
$20.00-49.99 $9.95 $14.95 Rush: 3-7 business 
$50.00-99.99 $13.75 $18.75 days, no P.O. Boxes, # Exp. Date 
$100.00-149.99 $15.95 $20.95 HI/AK add $10.00 


$150.00+ call call 


Signature 150420 


MANAGEMENT 
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CONSULTANTS AND ADMINISTRATORS 


Specializing in Tax Deductions for Dental Practices * Post Office Box 7007 * Porter Ranch, CA 91327 


